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INDEX OF GENERAL ORDERS AND CIRCULARS, 1882. 


United Statics of America. . . , 

Directs that the 106th anniversary of the independence of the, be 
appropriately observed at all military stations in the department, lo 

VACcmATioN.^^^ inspection of every troop and company in the 

department in regard to,.W 1 

WiTNKSSES^hgg j n8truo t| on8 relative to collection of expenses incurred 
by officers and enlisled men attending as, U. S. cases and 
courts. ( 1V ) 11 


Note.—G eneral Orders No. 24, and Circular No. 26, are the last of the 
series of 1882. 






















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 9,18S2. 
General Orders \ 

No. 1. f 


I. In accordance with instructions of the Secretary of War, 
duly communicated by letter, of December 24,1881, from the 
Adjutant General of the Army, a medical inspection will be 
made of every troop and company in this department, in re¬ 
gard to vaccination; and the facts as to each man, whose 
name has not already been entered on the record book pre¬ 
scribed by General Orders No. 18, series of 1881, from the 
Adjutant General’s Office, will be stated therein. 

The advisability of vaccinating, or re-vaccinating, any man, 
will rest with the post surgeon making the inspection. 


II. The following decision of the Secretary of War, on a 
protest against the detail of a non-commissioned officer on 
daily duty as laborer in a carpenter shop, is, in connection 
with paragraph II, Circular No. 23, series of 1881, from these 
headquarters, promulgated for the information and guidance 
of all concerned: 


‘‘ DeteRs of non-commissioned officers on daily duty should not he 
Z ;„ e r'^ ,,'H C ?H° , emerf(e,lcI 7 the necessity for which must he made 
apparent—and that the decision * * * communicated in letter, 

pLufln'jsSb to C'ommanding General Military Division of the 
Pacific, inolnbiting the detail of non-commissioned officers on extra duty 
should be applied m cases of daily duty also. ,, ^ 


III. Hereafter, the notices, for the pay department, of men 
to be discharged, required by paragraph II, General Orders 
No. 4, series of 1878, from these headquarters, will be for¬ 
warded through the post commander,—who will see to it 
that the notices are j properly and promptly rendered. 


I\ r . The Rice trowel bayonet is no longer a part of the 
soldier’s equipment. [Letter from the Adjutant General of 
the Army, to the Commanding General Department of the 
Columbia, December 31, 1881.] 


By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 












HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 10,1882. 
General Orders { 

No. 2. f 

The following revision, of existing orders, is promulgated 
for the guidance of all concerned: 

I. Public teams, attached to light, or spring wagons, fur¬ 
nished for transportation of officers, will not be driven to 
exceed four miles an hour on good roads, or three miles an 
hour on had roads. 

Except in a pressing emergency, the distance to be traveled 
over good roads will not exceed thirty miles a day, and over 
bad roads twenty-five miles a day. 

If there be a cavalry escort, it will not be required to 
move out of a w T alk, unless to avoid great danger, or to meet 
some,pressing emergency connected with the public service. 

No relays of teams will be sent out from any depot, post, 
or camp in this department, to facilitate the rate of travel, 
or increase its distance per day, unless a public emergency 
requires it. 

Under the foregoing, the circumstances, in any case, of the 
emergency, will be reported to these headquarters. 

II. The usual rate of travel for a loaded mule team, or 
train, must not exceed two and a half miles per hour; nor will 
mules hauling lightly loaded or empty wagons he allowed to 
travel over three miles an hour. 

The greatest distance a loaded mule team should travel 
in any twenty-four hours, should not, in this climate, exceed 
twenty-two miles, except in cases of great emergency, when 
the circumstances must determine. As a general rule, loaded 
teams should not travel over eighteen or twenty miles a day, 
even when the roads are good. 

III. It has been observed that inexperienced and heedless 
wagonmasters, and teamsters, feed to their teams, at night, 
all of the grain ration of forage, thus distending the stomach 
of each animal with too great a quantity of partially masti¬ 
cated food. So great a mass,—indigested and fermenting,— 
occasions a falling off in flesh, or death by colic. 





Hereafter, quartermaster’s horses and mules will be fed 
two-thirds of the grain ration at night, and one-third in the 
morning. Experience has demonstrated that this division of 
the ration leads to the best results. 

TV. General Orders Ho. 18, series of 1876, from these head¬ 
quarters, relative to sales of subsistence stores, is hereby 
revoked. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 7,1882. 
General Orders ( 

No. 3. f 

I. Paragraph 1937, Army Regulations, authorizes fixed 
allowances of baggage to be transported at public expense, 
for officers “ changing stations.” 

The detail of an officer on temporary duty, at a place other 
than his proper station, is not a change of station, within the 
contemplation of the paragraph cited. Applications from 
officers so detailed, will be refused, accordingly. 

II. Enlisted men from regiments, detailed in orders from 
these headquarters, for duty in connection with the United 
States military telegraph line, are entitled to commutation 
of rations at the rate of seventy-five cents per diem. 

[Decision of the Secretary of War, March 30, 1881, on papers,—843, A, 
Adjutant General’s Office, 1881.] 

III. Furloughs, for a longer period than four months, are 
only granted to enlisted men who have served, honestly and 
faithfully, ten years, or more. 

[Decisions of the Secretary of War, duly conveyed by the Adjutant Gen¬ 
eral of the Army.] 

IY. The following is promulgated for the information of 
all concerned: 

[Decision of the General of the Army, duly conveyed by letter of the Ad¬ 
jutant General of the Army, dated January 27, 1882.] 

“Paragraph 97, page 43, Upton’s Tactics, explains the 
method of loading when the hammer is not at half cock as 
in the case cited, where it is at the safety notch. 

To ‘open chamber,’the soldier has of necessity to bring the 
hammer to half cock. After the inspection he closes the 
chamber and brings the hammer again to the safety-notch; 
likewise to ‘draw cartridge’ he brings the hammer to half 
cock, and having removed the cartridge brings it again to the 
safety-notch. 

The McKeever cartridge box being, like the safety-notch, 
an invention subsequent to the publication of the present 
tactics, so much of paragraph 115, as requires the flap to be 
held against the body is inapplicable, and therefore to be 
omitted, the manner of doing this, as suggested in the within 
communication, (i. e. that ‘after opening the box the right 
hand shall be dropped to the side, and raised to close the box 
after inspection,’) is correct.” 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 16, 1882. 
General Orders f 
No. 4. f 

I. Commanding officers of posts in this department, will 
report to these headquarters, the number of public horses now 
in possession of the Quartermaster’s Department at their re¬ 
spective posts; how, and when, they came into that depart¬ 
ment ; how at present employed,—the necessity, if any, for 
such employment; the number fit for cavalry service; and the 
number fit for other military service. 

Of the latter class, they will state what number, if any, it 
is advisable to keep for use at their posts, and the particular 
service for which they are needed. All other horses in the 
Quartermaster’s Department, unfit for military»service, will 
be reported for inspection and condemnation, if not already 
so condemned; and will be disposed of in accordance with 
paragraphs 318 and 319, Army Regulations. 

In this connection, post commanders are to see, particu¬ 
larly, that these paragraphs are, hereafter, strictly observed. 

II. Paragraph II, General Orders No. 9, series of 1873, 
from these headquarters, prohibits the turning in to the 
Quartermaster’s Department of horses in possession of cav¬ 
alry, without authority from department headquarters. This 
order seems not to have been observed with that strictness 
which will, in future, be required. 

III. Army Regulations require that certain books, reports, 
and pay-rolls, be kept with each company. From recent in¬ 
spections, it appears that this is not always done, or, if at¬ 
tempted at all, so imperfectly as to render them worthless, as 
records, for future reference. Inspectors, and especially post 
commanders at their regular monthly inspections, will give 
special attention to this matter, and state in their reports 
the condition of company records, specifying every book and 
paper required by orders and regulations to be kept. 

IY. Post commanders are expected to do whatever is nec¬ 
essary to keep their commands, including sub-posts, as 
regards discipline and instruction, at least up to the require- 





ments of regulations and orders; this, too, without the 
necessity of calling their attention to recurring neglects and 
violations. Immediately after the monthly inspection en¬ 
joined by paragraph 1321, Army Regulations, they will send 
to these headquarters an inspection report, upon a form to be 
supplied to them. 

V. Inspectors report great looseness, on the part of officers 
and men, in the matter of uniform, both of clothing and 
equipment. 

There is no longer any uncertainty as to what is, and 
what is not, uniform, and strict compliance with what is 
prescribed, in this respect, must be exacted. 

YI. In the matter of drills, parades, and inspections, the 
tactics, regulations and orders are specific as to what is re¬ 
quired, and post commanders must see that these require¬ 
ments are complied with. 

The weekly and monthly inspections of cavalry troops will 
be mounted, except when rendered impracticable by bad 
weather; each man should be fully armed and equipped, with 
saddle properly packed. 

As pistols, carbines and sabres are all prescribed for cav¬ 
alry, such troops will be instructed—mounted and dismount¬ 
ed—in their proper use. They will be worn at all inspections. 
Horses should be accustomed to the sound of firing. 

YII. Commanding officers are to see that their commands 
are thoroughly instructed in the Articles of War, the Regula¬ 
tions of the Army, and the requirements of existing orders, 
and that orders are read regularly and intelligently to the 
troops. 

YHI. General Orders No. 7, series of 1876, from these 
headquarters, requiring all property, on arrival at a post, to 
be examined by a Board of Survey—known as a receiving 
board—is rescinded. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


TIIOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 22 , 1882 . 
General Orders { 

No. 5. f 


All pack mules in this department, now borne on the re¬ 
turns of company officers, or officers in charge of detachments, 
will be turned over to the respective post quartermasters, 
and, hereafter, accounted for by them, except when required 
for protracted field service, when the officer designated as 
acting assistant quartermaster will return for them, furnish¬ 
ing to the Chief Quartermaster of the department the usual 
“Weekly Report of Means of Transportation.” 

The “Weekly Report of Means of Transportation,” re¬ 
quired by the chief quartermaster, will, hereafter, indicate 
the number of mules on hand, “ draft ” and “ pack ” separately. 

At each post where there is cavalry, a pack train, on the 
basis of four mules for each troop, will be allowed. 

Post commanders will, at the monthly inspection, inspect 
the pack train, look closely to its condition and care, and see 
that proper details, from the respective troops, are made for the 
purpose of instruction in the duties of packing, unpacking, &c. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Official: 


Adjxitant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 












HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 29,1882. 
General Orders \ 

No. 6. \ 

The public buildings, recently completed at this place, as 
quarters for officers at headquarters, are, in compliance with 
paragraph I, General Orders No. 55, series of 1881, from the 
Adjutant General’s Office, assigned as follows: 


Designation 

of 

Building. 

No. 

To Whom Assigned. 

1. 

Commanding General. 

2 and 3. 

Aides-de-Camp. 

4. 

Adjutant General. 

5. 

Inspector General. 

6. 

Chief Commissary of Subsistence. 

7. 

Chief Quartermaster. 

8. 

Chief Paymaster. 

9. 

Judge Advocate. 

10. 

Medical Director. 

11. 

Officers with troops at the post of San Antonio 
(temporarily). 

12. 

Paymaster (temporarily.) 

13. 

Chief Engineer Officer. 

14. 

Attending Surgeon. 

15. 

Depot Quartermaster. 


The above numbers are those on the official map of the 
reservation, in the office of the Depot Quartermaster, at date 
of this order. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 
































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas. May ll, 1882 . 

General Orders [ 

No. 7. f 


Major J, G. C. Lee, Quartermaster U. S. Army, having 
reported at these headquarters in accordance with paragraph 
X, Special Orders No. 84, current series, from the Adjutant 
General’s Office, is announced as Chief Quartermaster of the 
department; to relieve Major W. B. Hughes, Quartermaster 
U. S. Army, that he may meet the requirements of so much 
of the same order as refers to him. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 19, 18S2. 

General Orders [ 

No. 8. \ 

I. Hereafter, all communications, relating to the business 
operations of posts in this department, or involving supplies 
or material necessary to the troops, which post staff officers 
may find advisable to forward for the information of chiefs 
of staff departrnepts at these headquarters, will be sent 
through the respective post commanders —addressed to the 
Adjutant General of the department. Requisitions, estimates, 
and, generally, all papers from staff or other officers requir¬ 
ing action at department headquarters, will be sent and ad¬ 
dressed in like manner. 

Chiefs of staff departments may correspond with their sub¬ 
ordinates, through post commanders, and acquaint themselves 
fully with the condition and wants of their departments, and 
call for such reports and returns, relative to the condition or 
quantity of supplies, or the amount of funds on hand, as may 
be necessary for that purpose. A reply, after it shall have 
been made known to the post commander, will be sent direct 
to the chief of the staff department concerned. Such corre¬ 
spondence is viewed as relating “ exclusively to the ordinary 
routine of business" (A. R., 846). 

Such necessary orders to post staff officers, affecting their 
duties or the management and disposition of public property, 
as may be suggested by chiefs of departments, will be commu¬ 
nicated by the Adjutant General of the department. 

Accounts, returns and reports, covering funds and prop¬ 
erty, and correspondence connected therewith, will be gov¬ 
erned strictly by the general regulations. 

II. The practice, on part of some troop and company 
commanders, of holding in their possession clothing in excess 
of that actually needed for immediate use by their commands, 
will be discontinued. Attention is invited to paragraph 2070, 
Army Regulations, (General Orders No. 9, Adjutant General’s 
Office, of 1882) and the directions on page 5, General Orders 
No. 29, Adjutant General’s Office, series of 1876. 





As a rule, post quartermasters, alone, should have clothing 
in store. 

III. Post commanders, when sending convicts to the mili¬ 
tary prison, or to a State penitentiary, will instruct the officer 
in charge not to permit a convict to enter rooms or closets 
of rail cars unattended by one of the guard. Two recent 
escapes, through closet windows, render attention to this sub¬ 
ject necessary. 

By order ok Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official : Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 27 , 1882 . 

General Orders \ 

No. 9. f 

I. The attention of officers doing duty in the Quartermas¬ 
ter’s Department is invited to the requirements of paragraph 
1688 , Army Regulations. 

The liabilities of each post, payable thereat, will be care¬ 
fully ascertained and included in the list of debts for the 
month of June, next,— tlie same to be forwarded to these head¬ 
quarters as early as practicable,—and any amount, likely to 
be on hand, applicable to payment of such indebtedness, de¬ 
ducted. On receipt of the list, funds for payment will be 
supplied, so far as the state of the allotments will admit. 

At the close of the month, or as soon as the funds therefor 
shall have been received, the indebtedness will be immedi¬ 
ately liquidated, as far as practicable. Thereafter, any bal¬ 
ance that may be on hand will be transferred to the Chief 
Quartermaster of the department, together with a complete 
list of all debts,- -of whatever kind or character, under each 
of the several heads of appropriation,—due and remaining 
unpaid; care to be had that the vouchers already forwarded 
for payment by the Chief Quartermaster be not included in 
said list. 

II. The War Department has decided that the Whitman 
saddle will be charged, in case of loss or damage, at the same 
price as the regulation saddle, page 87, price list. The price 
of the Hartman carbine socket and strap is 61 cents. 

Ill “The Secretary of War directs that the Signal Corps 
be permitted to purchase from the Quartermaster’s Depart¬ 
ment, on the same terms that sales are made to other depart¬ 
ments of the service, the lamps and oil needed for lighting 
the telegraph stations maintained by the Signal Service, where 
it would conduce to the public economy to procure the nec¬ 
essary light in this way. 

Wherever the law permits, payment will be made from the 
proceeds on ‘ line receipts,’ in other cases from the ‘ appropria¬ 
tion for maintenance of military telegraph lines.’ ” 

[ Letter from the Adjutant General of the Army, Slay 13, 1882.] 





[ 2 1 

TV. The annulment of paragraph 402, Army Regulations, 
by General Orders No. 47, current series, from the Adjutant 
General’s Office, does not impair the force of paragraph 2299. 
[Telegram from the Adjutant General of the Army, May 18, 1882.] 

By ordek of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-l 'amp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas,. June 6 , 1882 . 

General Orders \ 

No. 10. £ 

I. The competition for places upon the Department Team 
(under General Orders No. 53, current series, from the Adju¬ 
tant General’s Office) will take place at San Antonio, Texas, 
under the immediate charge of Captain J. B. Irvine , 22nd 
Infantry. 

H. Post commanders will cause the “marksmen” selected 
for the competition, to report, not later than the 4th day of 
August, to the commanding officer post of San Antonio; to 
whom will be sent the descriptive lists of all enlisted men 
selected. All will bring dress and undress uniforms. 

The dates for the three days competition will be announced, 
hereafter. 

III. None but qualified “marksmen” will be sent, one from 
each non-commissioned staff (or band) and one from each 
troop or company, having a “marksman.” Lists of the men se¬ 
lected will be forwarded to these headquarters, with the qual¬ 
ifying scores of “marksmen,” not announced as such in orders 
last year; if heretofore announced, the order will be men¬ 
tioned, opposite the man’s name. None but reliable and so¬ 
ber men should be sent. 

IY. For the purchase of vegetables and food, in addition 
to the ration, troop and company commanders are requested 
to remit, from the company fund, to Captain J. B. Irvine, 
22nd Infantry, in charge of the competition, two dollars, for 
each man sent to San Antonio. 

Y. It is directed that, before selecting the men for the com¬ 
petition, the “marksmen” in each company (or the best shots 
in companies where there are no “marksmen”) begin practice 
as “company teams” upon the receipt of this order, firing at 
two hundred, three hundred and six hundred yards. Scores 
to consist of five shots, to be computed as per paragraph XI, 
General Orders No. 53, current series. Adjutant General’s 
Office; this, as some men may, in the practice, qualify as 
“marksmen.” 





All this practice will, of course, be under the direction of 
post commanders, who may, if they consider it advisable, col¬ 
lect the best shots from companies into a “post team,” under¬ 
charge of the post supervisor of musketry, discontinuing the 
company teams. 

On the 15th and 30 th of June, and the 15th, of July, detailed 
reports of progress of these teams (giving scores &c.) will be 
forwarded to these headquarters. 

YI. All reports of company competition for the Nevada 
Trophy (under General Orders No. 52, Headquarters of the 
Army, current series) will be rendered upon a separate blank 
(form 30, c.) as heretofore, and will be distinctly marked “Ne¬ 
vada Trophy competition.” 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 16,1882. 

Genekal Orders \ 

No. 11. \ 

I. “ The attention of the Secretary of War has been called 
to the meagerness of the information frequently presented 
in proceedings of boards of survey, rendering them, in many 
cases, of little value in reaching a decision upon the matter 
at issue. 

It too often appears that the facts developed by the board 
are regarded as for the information of the members only, 
and it seems to be forgotten that the object of a board of 
survey is to record the facts not only for its own use but for 
the information and guidance of the commanding officer as 
well as of the Secretary of War (see paragraphs 1410, 1411 , 
and 1412 of the Regulations), by whom the proceedings may 
have to be reviewed. 

The Secretary of War desires that the foregoing remarks 
be communicated to your command for the information of 
boards of survey.” 

[Circular letter from the Adjutaut General of the Army, May 24,1882.] 

II. The papers, 843, A, Adjutant General’s Office, 1881, 
referred to in paragraph II, General Orders No. 3, current 
series, from these headquarters, contemplate that the com¬ 
mutation of rations, therein referred to, shall be allowed only 
when the men are away from their posts and traveling on 
the line. 

III. The carrying of weights, as a punishment, cannot be 
legally imposed by sentence of a court-martial, and is not 
sanctioned by paragraph 896 of the Army Regulations. 

* * * “As section 1374, Revised Statutes, 

prohibits the carrying of weights as a punishment for mili¬ 
tary prisoners confined in the military prison, an equitable 
extension of the principles of that statute would prohibit 
the infliction of such punishment at all posts and stations.” 

[Remarks of the Judge Advocate General, concurred in by the Secretary 
of War, communicated April7, 1882, by the Adjutant General of the Army.] 

IV. In the matter of expenses of commissioned oificers and 
enlisted men “ attending as witnesses in United States cases 
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and courts,” the Attorney General has decided that, before the 
approval of said claims by the Department of Justice, the 
following is necessary: 

1. “Evidence from the court before which the witness ap¬ 
peared, that he was duly summoned and actually appeared 
in obedience to summons.” 

2. “ Who furnished the rations, their number, and that the 
charges made are at the regulation price.” 

3. “ To whom the same is due.” 

4. “ To what appropriation the amount is to be credited.” 

[Reference, June 6, 1882, by the Adjutant General of the Army.] 

V. Under the law, the post trader has no lien on the 
soldier’s pay. The practice, by officers or non-commissioned 
officers, of countenancing or approving papers, in any form,— 
termed, generally, “ traders checks,”—for enlisted men, and 
of collecting, or attempting to collect, from them the amounts 
due on said checks, is repugnant to the spirit of the law, and 
will be discontinued in this department. 

In this connection, attention is invited to General Court- 
Martial Orders Nos. 23 (paragraph IY) and 28 (paragraph 
XII), series of 1878, from these headquarters. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official : Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 16 , 1882 . 

General, Orders \ 

No. 12 . ( 

Captain John A. Kress, Ordnance Department, having re¬ 
ported at these headquarters in accordance with paragraph 
VI, Special Orders No. 102, current series, from the Adjutant 
General’s Office, is announced as Chief Ordnance Officer of 
the department; to relieve Captain Frank H. Phipps, Ord¬ 
nance Department, that he may meet the requirements of 
so much of the same order as refers to him. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official : Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 










HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 17,1882. 

General Orders [ 

No. 13. f 

In connection with General Orders No. 50, series of 1881, 
from the Adjutant General’s Office, the following is promul¬ 
gated for the information and guidance of all concerned: 

I. The hours during which lamps and oil lanterns may be 
kept lighted, will not exceed, as follows: 



II. The limit of allowance of oil and candle lanterns will 
not exceed, as follows: 



Storehouses, when lighted at all, will be by lanterns. 
In stables, candle lanterns, only, will be used. 

























































III. Post commanders are directed to exercise a sound 
discretion, to the end that the hours of illumination (para¬ 
graph I), and the number of oil and candle lanterns (para¬ 
graph II), may be brought as much below the allowances 
and limits, as practicable. 

The reading room, the school room and the chapel, ought, 
when practicable, to be lighted by one set of lights. 

IY. The Secretary of War has directed that the number 
of lamps and the amount of oil required, at military posts, 
be made the subject of investigation and report by the 
officers on duty in the Inspector General’s Department, while 
on their regular tours of inspection. Economy is very essen¬ 
tial. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. YEN'CENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TESTIS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 23 , 1882 . 

General Orders ) 

No. 14. f 


1. Commencing with the reports for the month of July, next, 
and until further orders, the following reports and returns will 
he made to the Chief Quartermaster, direct, by all officers doing 
duty in the Quartermaster’s Department in this department,— 
these orders to take the place of all previous ones on the subject: 


CHARACTER OF REPORTS AND RETURNS. 


At close of 
business 


At close of 
business o n 
last day of 
month. 

On first day 
of mouth. 


To reach 
Chief Q M by 
firstofmonth 
preceding 
that for 
■which funds 
are required. 

■within m’th 
as debts can 
be ascertain¬ 
ed -with rea¬ 
sonable accu¬ 
racy and not 
later than 
last of m’th. 


WEEKLY. 

Statement of Public Funds. 

MONTHLY. 
Statement of Public Funds. 


Personal Report. —To show service rendered dur¬ 
ing the preceding month, and under what orders. 
Officers assigned to, or relieved from, duty as quar¬ 
termasters will immediately forward a copy of the 
order in the case. 

Estimate of Funds Required.— To he made in 
accordance with General Orders No. 68, series of 
1871, from the Adjutant General’s Office, and ap¬ 
proved by the immediate commanding officer. 

List of Debts. 

The estimate of 'funds and list of debts will be 
stated in detail, and set forth, by date and source, 
the authority for each expenditure; quantity, price, 
and for what purpose stores are purchased; the 
number of each class of employees, with rates of 
pay. Items will be set forth under the proper heads 
of appropriations, and the total under each appro¬ 
priation separately shown; and any amounts ap¬ 
plicable to the payment thereof will be stated and 
deducted. The order of appropriations will be as 
set forth in General Orders No. 68, series of 1871, 
from the War Department, viz: Regular Supplies’ 
Incidental Expenses, Cavalry and Artillery Horses, 
Barracks and Quarters, Transportation of the Army, 
Clothing and Equipage, Hospitals. 

A separate estimate of funds is required for the 
support of National Cemeteries. 
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RENDERED. 

CHARACTER OF REPORTS AND RETURNS. 

At close of 
business o n 
lastdayof 
month. 

Report of Transportation Requests. —Showing 
number of requests received, issued, cancelled by er¬ 
ror, (cancelled requests must accompany the report) 
and remaining on hand. Officers, on being relieved 
from duty in the Quartermaster’s Department, and 
having in their possession transportation requests, 
will transfer the same to their successors, taking 
proper receipts, in duplicate, one copy of which will 
be forwarded with the report; but in case of the dis¬ 
continuance of a post, the quartermaster thereat will 
immediately transmit and transfer the orders in his 
possession to the depot quartermaster at this place. 

Within five 
days after 
end of month 

Report of Expenditures on account of Barracks 
and Quarters. —To show total amount authorized, 
amount expended previous to the month, amount 
expended within the month, and amount remaining 
available. 

Report of Expenditures on account of Post Hos¬ 
pital. 

Within 
ten days af¬ 
ter expira— 
tion of 
month. 

Account Current. 

Report of Persons and Articles Hired. 

Roll of Extra Duty Men. 

Report of Forage and Means of Transportation. 

Within 
20 days af¬ 
ter end of_ 
quarter t o' 
■which they 
pertain. 

QUARTERLY. 

Extracts from the regular quarterly returns of 
quartermaster's stores and clothing and equipage — 
Showing total stores to be accounted for, total is¬ 
sued and expended, total remaining on hand, and, in : 
a foot note, any quantity of serviceable property on 
hand in excess of the probable wants of the fiscal 
year to which the returns pertain. 

Abstract D, without Vouchers. 

A Consolidated Report of Horses, Mules and Oxen. 
This report will account for all animals which may 
have come into the officer’s accountability during 
the month, set forth from whom and what source 
received, show number and to whom transferred, 
number which have died, been sold, lost, or stolen, 
and balance remaining on hand. 

A Report of Payments made on account of Rail, 
River, /Stage and Wagon Transportation. 

A Report of Grain Sacks.— Showing number on 
hand per last report, number,received since, number 
transferred or otherwise disposed of, and number 
k remaining on hand, with condition. 


















All officers doing duty as quartermasters will, on being re¬ 
lieved, render the prescribed monthly and quarterly reports and 
returns for any fractional portion of such periods they may 
have served as such. 

Letters of transmittal are not necessary with papers hereinbe¬ 
fore enumerated. In case the duties of an officer do not require 
the rendition of any of them, he will so advise the Chief Quar- 
termaster. 


II. Estimates for stores and supplies will be rendered as fol¬ 
lows, viz: 


bendebkd . 


CHARACTER OF ESTIMATE. 


To reach 
these head¬ 
quarters b y 
last day of 
March, pre¬ 
ceding the 

for^ which 


In time to 
reach these 
headquarters 
one month in 
advance of 
quarter for 
which stores 
are required. 


reach these 
headquarters 
hy last day 
of February, 
preceding fls- 


The regular annual estimate for clothing and 
equipage will be made for each fiscal year. It will 
be made in accordance with the form given in Army 
Regulations, and the prescribed allowances, and 
be accompanied by a list of serviceable articles on 
hand at the post in excess of the probable wants for 
the fiscal year for which the estimate is made. In 
case of clothing, the list must show amount of each 
size in excess. This estimate is furnished to enable 
the Quartermaster General to provide and place the 
supplies for the year at the distributing depots. It 
does not, in any respect, take the place of the quar¬ 
terly estimates on which the stores are supplied to 
the posts. 

Quarterly estimates for clothing and equipage. 
They, as far as practicable, will be brought within 
the amounts called for on the annual estimate. 


An annual estimate for fuel, forage, and straw (or 
hay) for bedding, will be made for each fiscal year. 
It will show the quantities of each required, in de¬ 
tail, as follows: 

Fuel .—The number and grade of officers; the num¬ 
ber of enlisted men, laundresses, and civilian em¬ 
ployees ; the number of office, storehouse, hospital 
and guard fires, &c., and the allowance in each case, 
as fixed by regulations and orders. 

Forage .—The number and kind of animals, and 
whether they belong to the cavalry, the quartermas¬ 
ter’s department, or are the private property of offi¬ 
cers, and the allowance in each case, as fixed by reg¬ 
ulations. 

Straw (or Hay) for Bedding .—The number of en¬ 
listed men, laundresses, and horses, and the allow- 
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BENDEKED. 


CHARACTER OF ESTIMATE. 


ance in eacli case, as fixed by regulations; also, 
quantity required for hospital. Bedding is not pro¬ 
vided for mules. 

If fuel, forage and straw can be obtained by con¬ 
tract near the post, the fact should be stated, to¬ 
gether with the current prices. The kind of fuel 
most abundant in the vicinity of the post, and the 
kind desired, will be stated; and any information 
which may be useful to the Chief Quartermaster in 
making contracts will be communicated. 

Blanks for this estimate will be furnished by the 
Chief Quartermaster. One copy, only, will be fur¬ 
nished. 


As uecessi- 
ty may de¬ 
mand, and 
separately 


Estimates for quartermaster’s stores required for 
construction and repairs to barracks and quarters. 
They will include all material and tools required, 
and will show, separately, what is required for con¬ 
struction and what for repairs. The sizes of glass, 
doors, windows, nails, lumber, tools, &c., should be 
accurately given. 

In case of construction of new buildings, or per¬ 
manent structures, the approval of the Secretary of 
War is required. Estimates for such will, therefore, 
be accompanied by detailed plans and specifications. 

As the funds for construction and repairs are reg¬ 
ularly allotted to each post, and the amounts thereof 
duly communicated, commanding officers and quar¬ 
termasters will be held responsible that they are not 
exceeded. 


All other estimates for quartermaster’s stores will be made 
quarterly, in time to reach these headquarters one month in 
advance of the quarter for which the stores are needed. 

Separate estimates will be made for postage stamps; for ani¬ 
mals, harness and wagons; for lamps and mineral oil; for lan¬ 
terns and mineral oil; and for veterinary medicines, dressings 
and instruments. Those for lamps, lanterns, and mineral oil, 
will show number of burners, for what purpose, authorized hours 
of illumination, and amounts required; also, amounts required 
for sales. Those for veterinary medicines, dressings and instru¬ 
ments, will show number of animals for which required, whether 
for hospital or field service, and amount required. In no case 
will they exceed the authorized allowances. 

Estimates for other quartermaster’s stores will be made ac¬ 
cording to classes, as specified for the property return in the 
regulations. 
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Special requisitions will not be made unless in special unfor- 
seen cases, when the circumstances requiring them must be stated. 

All estimates and requisitions, except the annual one for fuel 
and forage, whether regular or special, will be made in triplicate, 
in strict compliance with the printed instructions on the blanks, 
and will, in addition to stating the kind and quantity of the 
various articles requested, set forth the quantities on hand, and 
the purpose for which each article of the additional supply is 
required; also, an accurate description with sizes of special ar¬ 
ticles manufactured and to be purchased at a distance from 
point where required; together with any information or recom¬ 
mendation as to method of procuring the stores, w'hich may be 
of benefit to the officer supplying the same. When any ar¬ 
ticle can be procured to advantage at or near the post, it should 
be so stated. 

Post commanders will carefully revise all estimates, and sat¬ 
isfy themselves that the articles called for are requisite, and are 
limited to what is essential for efficient service. They will be 
held responsible for the correctness of the estimates forwarded 
by them, and for any delay in supply which may be occasioned 
by the imperfect manner in which the estimates are prepared. 

III. The following instructions, in relation to disbursements, 
are published for the guidance of all concerned: 

All general disbursements will be made by the Chief Quar¬ 
termaster of the department, on vouchers prepared by the re¬ 
spective post quartermasters. Payment for services, only, at 
each post, including tolls and ferriage incurred in the vicinity 
thereof, will be made by the post quartermasters. 

Vouchers will be clearly stated in every respect, with the 
fiscal year to which they pertain noted in red ink both on the 
face and on the brief. 

If for purchases, the place and date of purchase will be stated 
in the proper column. The items will be set forth under the 
proper heads of appropriations, with quantity, price, and amount. 
Coal and forage will be stated in pounds, and if the price be by 
the ton or bushel, the number of pounds to the ton or bushel 
will be set forth. 

There are three classes of purchase vouchers, viz: for pur¬ 
chase under contract, for purchase under public notice and 
sealed proposals without contract, and for purchase in open 
market. The manner of purchase will be indicated on the face 
of the voucher. See A. R.,,1524. Attention is also invited to 
A. R., 1488, 1489, 1514,1515, and 1523, in regard to purchases. 
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Vouchers for services will set forth place and date of issue, 
the nature of the service, and where rendered, the period there¬ 
of, giving dates of commencement and termination, both inclu¬ 
sive, the rate of pay and amount due. 

All vouchers for repairs must be supported by sub-vouchers 
or itemized bill in detail. 

All vouchers, except for services at the respective posts, and 
vouchers issued to discharged men and not paid at time of dis¬ 
charge for want of funds, will be forwarded direct to the Chief 
Quartermaster of the department for settlement, and the cred¬ 
itor duly notified. It is contrary to existing orders to issue 
vouchers to public creditors, excepting to discharged men, as 
above indicated. 

The authority for making purchases, except under contract, 
will, in all cases, be attached to the first voucher issued there¬ 
under, and referred to in subsequent vouchers for purchases 
under same authority, designating by date and amount the 
voucher to which attached. 

Post quartermasters will be held responsible that the signa¬ 
tures are genuine to the vouchers forwarded by them for pay¬ 
ment. 

All vouchers issued by post quartermasters must bear the ap¬ 
proval of the post commander. 

IV. Ho purchases will be made by any quartermaster in this 
department, except on special authority from department head¬ 
quarters. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OP TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 26,1882. 

General Orders ) 

No. 15. f 

Within this department, the 106th anniversary of the in¬ 
dependence of the United States of America will, on the 4th 
proximo, be appropriately observed at all military stations. 

Aside from the necessary military duties, all business will 
be suspended; and the national salute will be fired, under the 
requirements of the regulations. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 8,1882. 

General Orders ) 

No. 16. f 

I. The following decision, recently made known to these 
headquarters, and applied by the Pay Department to a case 
in this department, is promulgated for the information of all 
concerned: 

“ The Secretary of War decides that where a soldier has 
served faithfully on an enlistment of this kind (i. e., an en¬ 
listment entered upon while a deserter from another enlist¬ 
ment) he shall not be compelled to refund pay already drawn 
by him on account of such service.” 

[Endorsement, September 3, 1879, by Adjutant General of the Army, on 
case referred to Paymaster General.] 

II. Company and troop commanders will forward, to regi¬ 
mental headquarters, a copy of all assignment and descriptive 
rolls of recruits, sent direct to their companies. 

[Circular Letter from the Adjutant General of the Army, June 14, 1882.] 

III. “ Paragraph 55, Laidley’s rifle firing, explains the ob¬ 
ject of the safety notch and prescribes the method of carry¬ 
ing carbines provided with it, and as there is no difference 
in this respect between the rifle musket and the carbine, 
General Orders No. 49, May 21, 1881, applies equally to 
both.” 

“ This order prescribes that the piece is to be at half cock 
when presented at inspection.” 

[Decision by the General of the Army, conveyed by Circular Letter from 
the Adjutant 'General of the Army, June 16, 1882, relative to the applica¬ 
tion of General Orders No. 49, A. G. O., series of 1881.] 

By order of Brigadier General Auger: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 

















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 31,1882. 


General Orders 
No. 17. 


From the public money allotted to this department, distri¬ 
bution to the several posts will be made, as follows: 


Fort Brown. 

Fort Clark. 

Fort Concho. 

Fort Davis . 

Fort Duncan. 

Fort McIntosh. 
Fort McKavett.. 


San Antonio 


i»old.. 


..$138.15 
.. 220.15 
.. 150.30 
.. 220.15 


The allotment for “extra duty men” at posts, includes 
those at sub-posts. The extra pay of necessary schoolteachers 
will be allowed in addition to these amounts; it will not be 
diverted to any other purpose. 

The number and character of men on extra duty at the 
several posts, will be fixed by the commanding officer, and 
limited to the actual wants of the post. In no case will the 


allowance made be exceeded, except in an emergency, when 
the allowance for one month may be increased, provided 
that, for the following months, the allotment be reduced in 
proportion. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 18,1882. 
General Orders ) 

No. 18 . i 

From the public money allotted to this department, distri¬ 
bution will be made, as follows: 


POSTS. 

BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 
YEARLY ALLOWANCE. 


For Construction. 

For Repairs. 

Fort Brown . 

Fort Clark. 

Fort Concho. 

Fort Davis .. 

Fort Duncan . . 

Fort McIntosh. 

Fort McKavett. 

Fort Ringgold. 

Fort Stockton. 

Post of San Antonio .. 

Sub-post of Fort Clark,—Del Rio.. 
Sub-post of FortDavis— Camp near 
Presidio. 

Snb-post of Fort Davis,—Pena Col¬ 
orado . 

Snb-post of Ft. Davis,—Camp Rice. 

$3,000 00 

$2,500 00 
1,000 00 
1,000 00 
3,000 00 

500 00 
1,000 00 

100 00 
1,000 00 

100 00 

200 00 

200 00 

200 00 

200 00 

200 00 

Total. 

$3,000 00 


$11,200 01) 


The amounts must not be exceeded, under any circum¬ 
stances, unless on authority from these headquarters. 

Post commanders will forward reports as to the most 
needed repairs, to be accompanied by estimates for the 
material required to be purchased elsewhere than at the 
post,—these estimates to be made as indicated in General 
Orders No. 14, current series, from these headquarters. On 
these estimates, made under the respective allotments, action 
will be taken, and all estimates for material, &c., under 
barracks and quarters, heretofore made, will be disregarded. 

On said new estimates, the stores will be supplied, after 
which the balance, under the allotments, will be transmitted 
to the several post quartermasters, to be expended under the 
direction of the post commanders in accordance with the 
reports herein called for. 

All tools and material required for construction and re¬ 
pairs, as herein provided for, must be included in the esti¬ 
mates; and, after the estimates shall have been filled, no 
further estimates under appropriation for barracks and 





















quarters will be considered during the year, unless the funds 
can be provided from balance of the allotment in the hands 
of the post quartermasters. 

In the matter of construction of new buildings, plans and 
estimates, in duplicate, must be submitted, to these head¬ 
quarters, for the necessary action. 

By order of Brigadier General Augijr : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 31,1882. 
General Orders \ 


No. 19. \ 

I. In order to comply with General Orders No. 97, current 
series, from the Adjutant General’s Office, regimental com¬ 
manders will forward their annual target record (form 30, a) 
on or before October 5th; with this in view, they should call 
upon company and troop commanders for timely reports 
(form 30, b). 

The reports will include the firing for September, which 
should be had early in that month. 

Under final classification, upon regimental record (form 
30, a), the number of men in each class will be entered in red 
ink, and the percentage, of number of men qualifying in each 
class, in black ink, opposite each company. 

The column headed “number of men” will include the offi¬ 
cers with each company or troop. 

Footings will be made of all columns, and the average per¬ 
centage for the whole regiment will be shown also. 

The record will be accompanied by lists, by name, of men 
in each company or troop, who have, in past year, qualified 
as “marksmen,” giving qualifying scores, dates, &c. 

In making out the company target record (form 30, b), the 
best score of ten shots (or two scores of five shots) made by 
each man should be taken. 

In addition to above, post commanders will, upon receipt 
of this order, report upon the following points: 

1. The extent and adaptability of the ranges. 

2. The kind and number of targets. 

3. Facilities for aiming, and in-door practice. 

4. Facilities for reloading cartridges. 

5. The time of year most suitable for target practice. 

6. The number of “long range rifles.” 

7. The kind of arm used in practice, carbine or rifle. 

II. In connection with General Orders No. 17, current series, 
from these headquarters, an allotment of $45.00 per month, 
for “ extra duty men,” is made to Fort Stockton, Texas. 

III. The following distance is announced:— 

From Fort Davis to Marfa, Texas, 22 miles. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 



Official: 











ENEUAX/ OHDERS ) 

No. 20. { 

I. The following are the scores made by competitors for the Department Medal, and 
r places upon the Department Team, at the competition at San Antonio, Texas, 
1 August 21st, 22nd and 23rd, 1882, under General Orders No. 53, Headquarters of 
e Army, current series; seven shots at each range , each day: 

The twelve first named constitute the Department Team; and the next two are desig¬ 
ned as ‘ ‘alternates:' ’ 


.. Noah Ray.1st 


!. Clifton Birdsell... 
i. George L. Tabler. 
1. William Plesier .. 
5. Chas.H. Osborne. 
3. John J. Wolford. 
1. William Driscoll. 
3. Frank W. Clark .. 
9. Jos. F. Crawford. 
0. John W. Bull. 

1. Albert Eberle. 

2. Albert W. James. 

3. Frederick Smellia, 

4. Claybron Woody. 

5. James H. Connelly 

6. John Prater. 

7. Joseph Allen.. ., 

8. W. S. Hamilton 


Private 
Private 
Corpl. 
Sergt. 
Corpl, 
Private 
Sergt., 
Corpl. 
Sergt. 
Sergt. 
Sergt. 
Sergt 
Sergt. 
Sergt. 
Private 
Corpl. 
Sergt. 


22nd Infty. 

8th Cav.... 
22nd Infty. 
16th Infty. 
8th Cav.... 
19th Infty. 
22nd Infty. 
22nd Infty. 
19th Infty 
22nd Infty. 
19th Infty. 
8th Cav. 
19th Infty. 
10th Cav... 
22nd Infty. 
19th Infty. 
8th Cav.... 
16th Infty. 


1st day. 
2nd “ 
3rd “ 

1st “ 


23 23 
- 27 23 
27126 26 
2s 26 20 

29 22:: 

22 27 25 

21 27 25 
,25125 26 

25 26 " 

26 25 

26 25 27 

27 21 25 
- 25 27 25 

22 24’24 
24 23 23 

1 27123 23 


Winner of 
Dept.Med- 
al and on 
Dept team 


03 250 "< 
63 249 
■63 243 

I 

■63 241 

! I 

• 63j240 
•63’236 

I I 

■ 63,236 

! 

63]236 


^ 631220 69.84 
f 63 218 69 21 
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Assntant Adjutant General. 












































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 28 , 1882. 

General Orders) 

No. 21. \ 


I. Paragraph III, General Orders No. 20, current series, from 
these headquarters, is revoked. 

II. The “ four best selected marksmen,” under General Orders 
No. 6, current series, Headquarters Military Division of the Mis¬ 
souri, are, as follows: 

Captain J. B. Irvine , 22nd Infantry. 

Sergeant Charles H. Osborne, troop H, 8th Cavalry. 

Sergeant A. W. James , troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Sergeant Albert Eberle, company B, iyth Infantry. 

By command of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 














HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 28, 1882. 

General Orders) 

No. 22. \ 


I. Under existing authorizations, from these headquarters, the fol¬ 
lowing is the apportionment of civilian teamsters, and means of trans¬ 
portation, to posts,—including their sub-posts,—in this department: 



II. “It is not intended by General Orders No. 112, September 18, 
1882, from this office, to prohibit officers from giving information 
from personal recollection (without having recourse to official rec¬ 
ords) to men who have been in the military service, their heirs, or 
attorneys, to assist them in obtaining their just dues. 

It is not only the privilege but the duty of officers to give such 
information, to assist men who have served honorably and faith¬ 
fully in the U. S. Army.” 

[Endorsement of the Adjutant General of the Army, dated October 9, 
1882, in the pension case of James Murray.] 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de- Camp. 

































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 22, 1882. 

General Orders ) 

NO. 23. S 

I. The following named officers and enlisted men have qualified as marksmen, 
under paragraph 522, Rifle Firing, Laid ley, (modified in General Orders No. 43, 
Headquarters of the Army, series of 1881), during the year ending September 30, 
1882, as shown by the records of target firing on tile at these headquarters. 


Names marked * show that the individual qualified as a marksman in the 
previous year also: 














































Adana Koch. 

Peter Kuukel. 

‘George G. Scollay. 

H. Flechtman. 

David Davis. 

F.’ II. Hall. 

•William Jones. ... 

Charles King. 

Peter Long. 

T. C. Marrion. 

Albert Newton. 

George Oswalt. 

William Rose. 

S. Rosenthal. 

R. Steinemann . 

B. Strotoamp. 

W. Hi Totten . 

Charles Wescott_ 

Samuel William_ 

W. A. Shunk . 

Thomas Lundy.. 
•Charles D. Viele... 


•Claybron Woody ... 

W. S. Hamilton. 

W. H. Shell. 

John Oertel. 

W. J. Lewis. 

Edward Cummings.. 

J. W. Hardin. 

E. S. Ewing. 

E. W. Bouton. 

F. Bernard. 

T.E. Rose. 


Corpl. 

Trmptr 


Thomas Keeshan.... 


Capt.. 
1st Sgt 
Sergt. 


Private 

Private 
Capt... 
1st Sgt. 
Sergt.. 
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John Touhey. 

John Lenanl. 

William Plesier .... 

T. Alexander. 

H. Anderson. 

J. Ashcraft. 

Benjamin P. Cross . 

Willard Fales. 

W. Harrington... . 

William Moore. _ 

J. G. llegeneer. 

A. Richert. 

B. F. Tharp . 


J. H. Iieusenberg ... 

Albert Hanke . 

A. N. Wester. 

Ellis Sones. 

A. Deseve. 

J. W. Smith. 

B. A. Kelly .. 

H. Stevenson. 

L. C. Allen.. 

•William J. Lyster. . 

Edward B. Ives. 

Albert Eberle. 

•J. II. Donovan ... 

C. T. Witherell. 

C. C. Hewitt. 


M. Mullen . 

A. Pedersen . 

Alva Combs . 

Robert Douglass ... 
C. W. Forsvth .. . 

E. Hold ridge_ 

•J. II. Smith. 

W. P. Evans. 

•Peter Hein. 

J. E. C. Robinson.. 

P. J. Reinhardt. 

B. Daly. 

M. Schroeder. 

J. McNally. 

•J.J. Wolford. 

J. A. Boyce. 


16th Infty j 40 *2 Sept. »U Sept. 

“ June 41 82 Aug. 40 80 Sept. 
June. 42 84 Ljune. 41 82 July. 
June. 40 80 Aug. 40 80 Sept. 
Millie. 40 80 |Allg. 41I82 Sept. 
Dee. .. |A U g. 40 80 Sept. 


Sergt. 
Corpl. 
Private 


1st Lt 
Capt... 
2nd Lt 
Sergt.. B 
Private B 
Capt.. 

1st Lt 
Sergt 
Artiflcr C 
Private C 


Capt. D 
2nd Lt. D 
1st Sgt. D 
Sergt •' 
Capt. 
Sergt 
Corpl . k 


RANGES. 


200 Yards. B00 Yards.; GOO YaIids. 


I June 

j J e °' 
j June. 43 

\ : Aug 


82 iAug. 40 80 Sept. 37 
J Dec 


> 86 July, 
July 


AUg. 

June. 40 80 Aug 
ljune. 41 82| * - 

jJuly. 43 86: 


| ; May . 42 84j 
| June. 40 80 
\ July. 42 84 


July 

July 
July. 40 80. July 
July. 42 84 July 
July. 40 
July. 43 
July. 41 
July. 42 


July. 


5 ; July 6 ; 

88 Jan. 

J May. . 

July!' . 

iApril April 4182 | Mch . 

[Dec. 143 861 Ljune. " 


;• 43 86 ^ 


j Mu, 

• ( Aug 
Y April. 

I May. 

\ ® la y• 4i 
( June. 

June. [40 

April 44 88 :Mav . 
June. 40 80 June. 
June. 41 82 [.June.[40 
June. 43 86 June. 40 
June 140 80 June. 41 
June. 44 88 June 42 
.*3 42184 June 42 

t:i 80 Jnn'e' ^ 


’ July. 
4 [July. 
1 80 Sept. 
40 80 Sept. 

1 80 fsept. 
40 ifune. 
80 ljune. 




iua\ . 

41 82 June. 40 80 June. 30i 
40 80 April 42 84 May. ;J!i 

40 80 May. 41:82 May. 40 

41 82 April 4I|82' May. 38j 

t .44|8s|july.|43 86|pyl45! 

| April 41 82 iMay!|40j80[ May. 36 






















































Names. 


'•J 

Regiment. 

JMadigan .1 

»J. H. Cooper. 

Private 

E 

19th Infty. 

C. Gardener. 

1st Lt 

G 

;; \ 

A. N. Rogus. 

Sergt.. 

G 


Frederick Sraellia .... 


G 

“ 1 

E. A. Bauer. 

Private 

G 

;; \ 

J. Knittel. 


G 


J. Walkup. 


II 

;; \ 

John Prater. 


K 


*J. B. Irvine . 

Capt... 

A 

22nd Inf. j 

H. Heintz. 

1st Sgt. 

A 

*' 1 

H. K. McGrath. 

Sergt.. 

A 

“ I 

*B. C. Martin. 


A 

“ \ 

John Pearce. 

Corpl.. 

A 

1 

A. Macnaughton. 


A 

“ I 

H. Fischer. 


A 

.. > 

G. J. Atwell, jr. 

Private 

A 

«. 5 

C. B. Cooper. 

” 

A 

“ i 

H. Marlin. 

' 

A 

“ i 

G. L. Tabler. 

“ 

A 


E. 0. C. Ord, jr. 

2nd Lt. 

15 

.< * 

John Neeson. 

Sergt.. 

B 

;; 1 

Raymond Cox;.. 

;; 

B 


J.H. (fonnelly. 


C 


C. E. Gordon. 

1st Sgt. 

D 

“ 1 

F. K. Clark. 

i Sergt. 

D 

\ 

J. B. Almond. 


D 


William Cox. 

Corpl. 

D 


William Fisher.j 


E 


». E. Hooton. 

Private 

E 

• • 5 

Solon D. Neal. | 


E 

1 

R. Anderson. 

1st Sgt. 

G 

•« 

II. Gentzen.i 


H 

“ \ 

F. S. Elwell. 

Sergt.. 

II 

«. < 

H. DeLeale. 

Private 

H 

“ i 

William Driscoll. _ 

Noah Ray.| 

1st Sgt. 

H 

:: 1 


RANGES. 






























































[5] 

ZR,ecapit-u.la.tioXL. 


Year. 

Average Strength, 
including Officers 

Number of Marksmen, 
including Officers. 

Percentage of 
Average Strength. 

1881... 

3266 .-| 

8th Cavalry.21T 

10th Cavalry ... 3 1 

1st Infantry. 5 ! 

16th Infantry. 1 f 00 

.2.03 

1882... 

l 

f 

2820 . -j 

20th Infantry .. 34 

22nd Infantry. 2J 

8th Cavalry .... . 467 

10th Cavalry . 3 | 

16th Infantry ... 37 146 



l 

*19th Infantry_32 

22nd Infantry. .. 28J 


Increase 


. 80 

.... 3 15 


* The 19tli Infantry, in 1881, in the Department of the Missouri, hail eleven 

marksmen. 


II. The following are the members ot the department team who, at Fort Leaven¬ 
worth, Kansas, on September 25th, 26th, and 27th, 1882, won places on the division 
team, as announced in General Orders No. 8, Headquarters Military Division of 
the Missouri, current series. The numbers at the left indicate the individual 
standing, on the division team: 



Orders No. 127, Headquarters of the Army, current series, as having won the 
third prize, a gold medal, in the army competition, prescribed in paragraph V, 
General Orders No. 53, Headquarters of the Army, current series. 

IV. The Department Commander, while appreciating the increase in efficiency 
over last year, remarks upon the lack of interest shown in many troops and com¬ 
panies. He wishes to impress upon the officers, that they are expected to take the 
lead in infusing enthusiasm and interest in shooting; the enlisted men will follow 
them. It is hoped that, in the department competition for 1883, each troop and 
company will be represented by a marksman. 

By oudek of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 



Assistant Adjutant General. 






































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 

San Antonio, Texas, December ij, 1882. 

General Orders) 

No. 24. \ 

I. Boards of Survey directed in A. R. 222, (amended in General 
Orders No. 130, from the Adjutant General’s Office, current series), 
to inquire into the circumstances attendant upon desertions, will, in 
the separate special reports for each individual case intended for de¬ 
partment headquarters, embrace as follows, relative to the deserter: 

1st. —Name; rank; description; where born; occupation; when 
and where enlisted; whether married or single; general conditions 
as to health; number of trials by courts-martial—with nature of 
offenses; number of times confined without trial; and, generally, 
his character as a soldier. 

His length of service will be stated,—that in the troop or com¬ 
pany from which he deserted to be given, separately. 

If a non-commissioned officer, how long? If reduced, why? 

2nd .—Did he ever complain of ill-treatment of any kind, or of 
insufficiency of rations? 

3rd .—Is there a rule in the troop, or company', giving non-com¬ 
missioned officers authority to prevent enlisted men from making 
complaints, in person, to the company commander? Is the adminis¬ 
tration of justice, by and through punishment, given into the hands 
of the first sergeant? (See prohibitions in General Orders No. 7, 
series of 1879, from these headquarters.) 

4th. —What was his condition as to sobriety when last seen? Had 
he any deposits? Was he indebted to the United States for cloth¬ 
ing overdrawn, or on account of other stoppages ? If so, how much ? 
To -what date last paid ? What preparation, if any, did he make 
for departure? What articles of personal property and apparel are 
known to have been taken? What articles did he leave behind? 

Generally, any facts or opinions of officers or men in the troop or 
company that might bear upon the cause of the desertion will be 
stated;—the names of witnesses, cognizant of the desertion and cir¬ 
cumstances connected therewith, to be given. 

II. “No expenditure of post funds are allowable, except such as 
are authorized by paragraph 537, Army Regulations.” 

[Decision, November 24, 1882, through Adjutant General of the Army, 
in regard to payment of per diem to enlisted men detailed as gardeners.] 

III. “Officers on cumulative leave may purchase fuel from the 
Quartermaster’s Department, at legal rate, wherever they may be.” 

[War Department decision, communicated by endorsement November 
29, 1882, from Headquarters Military Division of the Missouri.] 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de- Camp. 









HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 10,1882. 

Circular \ 

No. 1. \ 

Officers of, and doing duty in, the Quartermaster’s De¬ 
partment of this command, will prepare and forward, through 
their post commanders, to these headquarters, annual esti¬ 
mates of the following described supplies required at their 
respective posts and depots for the fiscal year commencing 
July 1,1882, and ending June 30, 18S3: 

1st. —For Fuel and Forage, including Straw for bed¬ 
ding, and Charcoal ,—to be forwarded in time to reach these 
headquarters not later than February 10,1882. 

It will set forth the number and grade of officers; the num¬ 
ber of enlisted men; the number of office, guard and hospital 
fires; the number and kind of animals, and the allowance in 
each case, agreeably to the regulations; also, the total quan¬ 
tities required, from which will be deducted the probable 
quantities on hand July 1,1882. 

2nd.— For Clothing, and Camp and Garrison Equip¬ 
age,— to be forwarded in time to reach these headquarters 
by March 1, 1882. 

It will be made out agreeably to form 48, of the Quarter¬ 
master’s Department, and be prepared and forwarded in 
accordance with the instructions contained in A. R. 2000, 
2067, 2068, and 2075. 

This estimate will not do away with the necessity of the 
quarterly estimates required by existing orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 







HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 30,1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 2. f 

Circular No. 10, series of 1881, from these headquarters, is 
amended to direct the transfer of the serviceable dress caps 
and trimmings, therein referred to, to the depot at Saint 
Louis, Missouri, invoiced to Captain W. P. Martin, Military 
Storekeeper, U. S. Army. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





_ 










HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 8,1882. 


I. The following average scores, at two hundred yards, were made, in 
December, by companies in the department, when at least seventy per 
cent, of the average aggregate strength fired at that range: 



1 cent, of company fired. 






































r 21 


! iim 


h Infantry. -i L® 


fl 


• ••.jFort McIntosh. 

— I.'Fort Brown. 

850 55.00 Fort Brown. 
3(!J| 52.G1 Fort Brown. 
440 j 43.36 Fort Brown. 

■ • ■ ].|Fort McIntosh. 

800 44.00 Fort Brown. 
630 50.0 i Fort Ringgold. 
510 56.39iFort Ringgold. 
670 45.00 Fort Brown. 

59.10 San Antonio. 
50.871Fort Clark. 
43.96 Fort Clark. 
54.79 Fort Duncan. 
45.53 San Antonio. 
45.12 Fort Duncan. 
60.06 Fort Clark. 

57.00 Fort Clark. 

.Fort Clark. 

43.92 Fort Clark. 


* No reports received, f Less than seventy per cent, of company firing. 

II. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for December, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making over eighty-four per cent, at one 
hundred yards, and eighty per cent, and over, at other ranges: 


RANGES. 


G. E. Pond ... 
A. W. James... 
Charles Allman, 

E. Sullivan. 

A. A. Hamilton 
A. G. Hennisee. 
Thomas Daily. 
IS. M. Greene . 
Charles Allen, 
Michael Bevaii 
Robert Kane 
John O’Brien. 
John Meehan, 

| Adam Kock.., 
G. G. Scollay. 

| James Banks 
William Gunsen 
I Albert Newton, 
George Oswalt 


Simon Rosenthai ... 
Benjamin Strotcamp ■ 

W. II. Totten. ■ 

E. A. Godwin. |: 
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C. D. Viele.Capt... 

| Robert Lang.Sergt.. 

! Calvin Esterly.2nd Lt. 

Peter Fuller .1st Sgt. 

i J. E. Morris.Private 

William Raines. ... “ 

J. V. McDonald ... Sergt. 
|C.H. Smith.[Private 


N. A. McLean 

C. A. Booth . 

L. O. Parker. 

F. Walker. 

| E. B. Turner. 

W. H. Shell. 

T. E. Rose . 

Thomas Keeshan . 

B. P. Cross . 

Willard Fales. 

William Harrington 
William Fender 
I C. T. Witherell.. 
Robert Douglass 
J. H. Smith. 


I Sergt. 
1st Lt 
Ca^t, 

Private 

Corpl. 




. Private . 


Private 

..Capt... 

*_Hein.1st Sgt. 

J. J. Wolford.Private 

Lafayette Joseph .. . Corpl. 

Samuel Lann- 

John Pearce . 

Jacob Kranick. 

Alex. Macnaughton, 
AVilliam Conway . 

Robert Anderson. . 

Herman Geutzer... 

J. G. Burton. 

Henry DeLeale. ... 

Alfred Lee. 

C. W. Meynardie.. 

Charles Styrck. 

Noah Ray. 

T. H. Yerbough ... 


10 ! 82 

10 , 82 

10 86 


Capt... .. 
1st Sgt. | .. 
gt. .. 


: 10 1 82 1 
1 10 80 
I 10 80 I. 


10 82 i 

., 10 80 
10 80 1 


I® 


The following are individual scores made at 500 and 600 yards: 






RANGES. 


£ 



500 Yds.] [600 Yds. 

Regiment. 

% 

Nane. 

Rank. 

5 = 1 ® a 5 = 


o 




16th Infantry. 

c . 

Thomas Keeshan. 

1st Sgt. 

10 ! 88 [ 10 80 

22nd Infantry. 

D 

W. J. Campbell. 

Private 

10 [ 90 L.. .... 


f Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 















































































































































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
Cibculab ) San Antonio, Texas, February 24, 1882. 

No. 4. { 


I. The following average scores, at three hundred yards, were made, in 
January, by companies In the department, when at least seventy per 
cent, of the average aggregate strength fired at that range: 
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II. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for January, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making over eighty-four per cent, at one 
hundred yards, and eighty per cent, and over, at other ranges: 


























































































By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


G. B. RUSSELL, 
Captain 9th Infantry, A. D. C. 


Aide-de-Camp 

















































































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 8 , 1882 . 

Circular ) 

No. 5. f 


The following distance is substituted for so much of that 
as refers to Fort Stockton, Texas, announced in Circular No. 
22, series of 1881, from these headquarters: 

From Fort Stockton to Toyah, Texas, 63 miles. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Ca mp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OE TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 9,1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 6. f 

Conformably to instructions from division headquarters, 
all horses not fit for cavalry service, held on the rolls of the 
Quartermaster’s Department at posts in this command, will 
be sold, and, when necessary, their places supplied by mules. 
Horses fit for cavalry service will be issued to the cavalry. 

Post commanders are designated special inspectors and 
will, accordingly, forward inventory and inspection reports, 
for approval at these headquarters. 

By order ok Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official: Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





i 

. 

■ 









HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 


San Antonio, Texas, March 17,1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 7. f 

The following is promulgated for the information and 
government of all concerned: 

[Re T^ 

Ordnance Department.] 

“ I recommend that these double barrelled shot-guns be 
issued, for sporting purposes and practice, to the companies 
of the following infantry regiments, two to each company,— 
or twenty to each regiment: 

1st Infantry.20. 

16th Infantry..20. 

19th Infantry.20. 

22nd Infantry.20. 


To be issued and receipted for by captains of companies, 
and notified that they may encourage their men to use them 
freely for hunting game, birds, ducks and anything that will 
contribute to their comfort and increase their skill in quick 
shooting.” 

Orders have been given, by the Chief of Ordnance, to 
supply each company with tw T o boxes of ammunition, for use 
with the guns. 

By order ok Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official: Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 



















































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 22, 1882. 

Circular \ 

No. 8. f 

I. In view of the different methods of computing the 
average percentages of companies, in target practice, and the 
confusion resulting therefrom, and in order to facilitate the 
verification, comparison and publication of the same at these 
headquarters, the following is directed: 

1st. Upon the “Monthly Report in Musketry” shall be 
entered the sum of the actual scores made at each range, 
and the sum of the “ possible ” scores at each range; the 
former to be divided by the lattei', thus to compute the 
“ average percentage ” for the company. 

2nd. Upon the “Report” (form 30, d) shall be entered 
the names of all the officers and enlisted men, present and 
absent, borne upon the rolls of the company, with remarks 
explanatory as to absentees from practice. 

3rd. The “ average aggregate strength ” (officers and en¬ 
listed men, present and absent,) and the number of men 
firing at each range, shall be entered upon the “ Report ” 
as well as upon the “ Record.” 

II. Acting ordnance officers in this department will, under 
the direction of post commanders, keep themselves supplied 
with such target material (Laidley targets, target frames, 
paper targets, pasters, shot marks, &c.,) as is furnished by 
the Ordnance Department, and supply, as needed, the troops 
and companies at their respective posts; expending the 
material on their own returns. 

III. The practice musket, prescribed in “Laidley’s Rifle 
Firing,” is not to be issued to the army. 

By order ok Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official: Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
Ci ? t cu „ lar ! San Antonio, Tkxas, March 27, 1882 

No. 9. i 

I. The following average scores, at four hundred yards, were made, in 
February, by companies in the department, when at least seventy per 
cent, of the average aggregate strength fired at that range: 


mi 


46!) 20.86 Fort Clark. 

400 41.35 Fort Ringgold. 

• ..Mouth of Pecos. 

490 44.53 Camp Del Rio. 

-j.|San Diego. 

-1.Fort McIntosh. 

■•••I .I Fort Clark. 

410 55.12 Fort Dim can. 

460 55.52 Fort Brown. 

;• I .Fort Clark. 

410 &5.63 Fort Clark. 

— j .jFort Leavenworth, Kansas. 

••I .Fort Quitman. 

430 35.53 Fort Stockton. 

440 33.45 Pena Colorado. 

320 47.81|Fort Concho. 

410, 18.68 Fort Concho. 

360 18.25 Fort Concho. 

370 22.54;Fort Stockton. 

310 30.38,Fort Davis. 


400; 37.35(Fort Stockton. 

440 39.27|Fort Davis. 

420 30.04!Fort Davis. 

.Fort Davis. 

340] 43.94 Fort Davis. 

340 36.23|Fort Davis. 

81.80 Fort Davis. 

.Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 


0 62.34 Grierson’s Spring. Best. 

0 9Q OO Fnvf 


280 23.29 Fort McKa_ 

• •] .Fort McKavett. 

340j 39.00 Fort Concho. 

340 30.82 Fort McKavett. 
390 29.43, Fort McKavett. 

...Fort McKavett. 

...| .Fort McKavett. 


n seventy per cent, of- company fired. 















































| RANGE. 



Com 

a 400 Yards . 

H _ 


Regiment. 

r 

H 

lf!»! 

1 

O 

Station, ok Remarks. 


1-5 


1 



19th Infantry... 


... |.[Fort McIntosh. 

525 21.34 Fort Brown. 
390 39.48 Fort Brown. 
360 33.61 Fort Brown. 
440 , 33.04 Fort Brown. 

...!.|Fort McIntosh. 

400i 30.85 Fort Brown. 
3401 34.17 Fort Ringgold. 

Fort Ringgold. 
Fort Brown. 


37.47 San Antonio. 
Fort Clark. 
Fort Clark. 

43.55 Fort Duncan. 
35.17 San Antonio. 
29.5l|Fort Duncan. 
. Fort Clark. 

50.55 Fort Clark. 
40.33 Fort Clark. 

..Fort Clark. 


* No reports received, 
t Less than seventy per c( 


t. of company fired. 


II. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for February, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making over eighty-four per cent, at one 
hundred yards, and eighty per cent, and over, at other ranges: 
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Official : 


Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 29,1882. 

Circular \ 

No. 10. ( 

The following distance is announced: 

From Fort McKavett to Abilene, Texas,.. 124 miles. 

By order ok Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Official: Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





• ) .. 

' 

: f. ■; :•••;••. r: v. ■ . . vfl 










HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 7,1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 11. ( 

In view of the low state of the appropriation for trans¬ 
portation of the army, the following allotment, for the pay¬ 
ment, from that appropriation, of employes, exclusive of 
agents, for the remainder of the present fiscal year, is an¬ 
nounced,—to take effect from the 1st instant: 


San Antonio Depot, per month.$2,769.68 

Fort Brown, per month. 259.85 

Fort Clark, per month. 372.13 

Fort Concho, per month. 307.97 

Fort Davis, per month . 423.46 

Fort Duncan, per month. 115.49 

Fort McIntosh, per month. 134.74 

Fort McKavett, per month. 115.49 

Fort Ringgold, per month. 134.74 

Fort Stockton, per month. 115.49 

Sub-post San Diego, per month. 57.74 

Total.$4,806.78 


The Depot Quartermaster at San Antonio, and post com¬ 
manders, will so regulate the number of employes, aud the 
compensation of each, at their respective posts, as not to 
exceed the above allotment. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Acting Aide-de-Camp. 



























HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April ll, 18S2. 

Circular ) 

No. 12 . ( 

L The attention of the Department Commander has been 
invited, by the Secretary of War, through the Adjutant Gen¬ 
eral of the Army, to the custom, at some posts, of issuing 
bread tickets in numbers largely exceeding the wants of the 
garrison, and that, in consequence thereof, they have been 
bartered, sold, and otherwise misapplied by the troops. 

If the practice obtains at any of the posts in this depart¬ 
ment, it will, at once, be discontinued. 

II. The following decisions of the Secretary of War, duly 
communicated through the Adjutant General of the Army, 
are published for the information and guidance of all con¬ 
cerned : 

1. [With reference to Revised Statutes, Section 1287.] 

“ The words of the law ‘ not exceeding one overseer for 
twenty men’ are considered to mean 4 twenty or a less num¬ 
ber,’ but more than one overseer to twenty men is unauthor¬ 
ized.” 

2. [Relative to the request of a troop commander, to expend a stated num¬ 

ber of rounds blank pistol cartridges for men on mounted drill.] 

“ Twenty rounds per man, per month, is the most that can 
possibly be supplied by the Ordnance Department.” 

3. [Relative to the sense in which the words “intoxicating liquors,’’ as 

used in General Orders No. 24, series of 1881, from the Adjutant 
General’s Office, are to be understood. ] 

“ The words, 4 light wines, cider, beer or ale,’ as used in the 
letter in question, [promulgated to post commanders April 
15,1881, from Headquarters Department of Texas,] are to 
be construed in their ordinary sense, and that no articles 
under false designations,—being, in fact, within the prohibi¬ 
tion of General Orders No. 24, of 1881,—are to be tolerated.” 
By order ok Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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8th Cavalry.- 

i George E Pond. 
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■I. J. O’Connell. IstLt. 10 

Charles Gueuther.istSgt. 10 

Fergus Walker.Capt.. 10 

K. A Buckley.IstSgt.j 10 

G. II. Curtis.Sergt. 10 

Charles Noll.Private 10 

E. B. Turner. “ 10 


B W. J. Lyster.'Capt. 

B J. II. Donovan.Private! . 

G Cornelius Gardener... 11st Lt.. I.. 
G (Frederick Smellia ... Sergt 
G W. F. Moffit.[Private!.. 

A lit. X. Getty.2nd Lt.l 1 

A G. L. Tablet-.[Private 1 

John Xeeson.Sergt. 

Raymond Cox .I “ 

J. II. Connelly. “ 

F. W. Clark . “ 

John W. Bull .Corpl. 

Herman Christian . Privat 

Patrick Morrow. “ 

Noah Kay.!Sergt. 


II. The following are best scores (ten shots, as shown by form 30, c) 
at each range: 

At 000 yards, Captain W. J. Lyster, 19th Infantry, 90 per cent. 

At 300 yards, Captain Fergus Walker, 1st Infantry, 96 per cent. 

At 4 )0 yards, First Sergeant Thomas Keeshan, company C, 16th Infant- 

At 300 yards, Sergeant Frederick Smellia, company G, 19th Infantry, 
88 per cent. 

At 200 yards, Captain W. J. Lyster, 19th Infantry, 86 per cent. 

At 21)0 yards, Sergeant S. M. Green, troop I, 8th Cavalry, 86 per cent. 
At 20.) yards, Private Albert Xewton, troop I, 8th Cavalry, 86 per cent. 
At 100 yards, Captain W. J. Lyster, 19th Infantry, 96 per cent. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VIXCEXT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 












































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 11, 1882. 


The following overland distances, by wagon routes, between posts, &c., 
in this department, compiled from itineraries, map of post-office routes, 
military map of Western Texas, and other sources of information, are 
promulgated for general information: 



THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 















































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 22, 1882. 


X. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for April, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making over eighty-four per cent at one 
hundred yards, and eighty per cent and over at two hundred, three hundred 
and four hundred yards: 
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« I o 


III I 

g l M 


Thomas Maddox.... 
Lewis Hamilton.... 
Fremont Cockrill... 


Corpl 
Private 
Sergt.. 
Private; 
Saddler 


ajsj I 


W. S. Hamilton_ 

W. H. Shell. 

John Ortel. 

W. J. Lewis . 

J. W. Hardin. 

T. E. Rose. 

Thomas Keeshan ... 
William Plesier 
John Bergener. 

Willov.l lfoloo 


Private 
1st S|t. 


Willard Fales. 

James Grissinger... 
William Harrington 
Nathan Kenney.. 
William Moore. . 
August Richert. . 
Thomas Sullivan. 
Thomas Toner ... 


"I 


O. C. Ord, jr ... 2nd Lt. 
John Neeson .Sergt.. 


Raymond Cox. 
A. F. Hewit.. 
S. S. Erret ... 
S. D. Neal ... 
R. E. Horton. 
C. C. Cusick . 


2nd Lt. 
Corpl.. 
Private 


W. J. Lyster.Capt.. 

Albert Eberle. .Sergt.. 

James Donovan.Private 

Charles Reich.IstSgt. 

Michael Mullen. ...Sergt. 
Demoss Williams... Corpl 

Robert Douglass_Private 

J. H. Smith.Capt...i 

Peter Hein.IstSgt. 

Abraham Owen. .. Private 

R. Vance.Capt... 

P. J. Reinhardt_Sergt.. 

Bernard Daly.Corpl 

Joseph McNally .... “ 

W. D. Murphy .. .. Muscn. 

J. A. Boyce .Private 

J. P. Daniels.. 

Charles Elliott. 

Charles Everts. 

John Madison. 

Michael Jacobs.IstSgt. 

E. A. Bauer.Private 


Is S 


If 


. 400Yds. 

Tsl7 

IIS s 


SI ' 


II. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for April, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making seventy per cent and over at five 
hundred and six hundred yards: 






























































































10th Cavalry . 
1st Infantry... 


G. E. Pond. 

Hugo Anderson. 

F. A. Wooten. 

E. Dreschxlar. 

W. J. Beazley. 

C. W. Leighton. 

C. H. Osborne. 

John Williams. 

A. A. Hamilton_ 

A. G. Henuisee. 

E. H. Crowder. ... 

Adam Koch. 

Peter Knnkel. 

David Davis . 

William Jones. 

Peter Long. 

Peter McHugh. 

Richard Moore .... 
Simon Rosenthal... 
Robert Stinemann . 
William Leider.... 
Thomas Lundy. 




Calvin Esterly.2nd Lt. . 


Fergus Walker.. 
E. A. Buckley .. 

G. H. Curtis- 

E. B. 'Turner.... 


J. H. Smith. 

Peter Hein. 

J. E. C. Robinson. 
R. Vance. 


. Capt... . 

1st Sgt. . 
.. Sergt.. . 
,. Private . 


. Capt... 
,. 1st sgt. 
.. Sergt.. 
.. Capt... 


mper 


G. L. Tabler. 

C. E. Gordon. 

Alfred Holmes. 

C. E. Allen. 

J. W. Bull. 

Herman Christian.. 
Robert Auderson. .. 

Charles Klein. 

I. N. Karsner. 

[ John Wynne. 


Capt... 
. Sergt. 

. Private 


•• 


70 


1st Sgt. 

Private . 

Sergt.. 10 84 

Corpl. 

Private. 

1stSgt. 

. Sergt. 

Corpl. 10 72 


III. The following are best scores (ten shots, as shown by form 30, c,) 
at each range: 

At 600 yards, Captain Fergus Walker, 1st Infantry, 94 per cent. 

At 500 yards First Sergeant William Leider, troop K, 8th Cavalry, 94 
per cent. 

At 400 yards, First Sergeant Thomas Keeshan, company C, 16th Infant¬ 
ry , 86 per cent. 

At 400 yards, Corporal John Bergener, company C, 16th Infantry, 86per 

At 300 yards, First Sergeant Thomas Keeshan, company C, 16th Infant¬ 
ry, 88 per cent. 
































































































At 300 yards, Private David Davis, troop-I, 8th Cavalry, 88 per cent. 

At 200 yards, Private John Madison, company I, 19th Infantry, 90 per 

At 100 yards, Private Louis Perry, troop B, 8th Cavalry, 92 per cent. 
IV. Troop I, 8th Cavalry, (Captain A. G. Hennisee,) with an average 
aggregate strength of 51, had, on April 30, 1882, 26 qualified “marks- 


ERRATA IN FORMER CIRCULARS. 

Circular No. 13, current series, from these headquarters, page 2, third 
name, at 500 and 600 yards, troop I, 8th Cavalry, for W. F. Hennisee read 
W. F. Hempel. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. (VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 29,1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 16. ( 

The commanding officer post of San Antonio, under instruc¬ 
tions already communicated, has been charged with the nec¬ 
essary arrangements attending to the ceremony of decorating 
the soldiers graves in the National Cemetery at this place, on 
the 30th instant. 

In that connection, and to do honor to the occasion, all 
business at department headquarters and at the post of San 
Antonio, necessary military duty excepted, will be suspended 
during the day. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Official: 


Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 






I 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
Cikcttlab ) San Antohio, Texas, June 29, 1882. 

No. 17. 5 

I. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for May, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making ninety per cent and over at one 
hundred yards, eighty per cent and over at two hundred, three hundred 
and four hundred yards, and seventy per cent and over at five hundred and 
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Regiment. 


10th 

Cavalry. 


{ 


16th 

Infantry." 


19th 

Infantry. 




22nd 

Infantry. 




J. F. Chapman.Sergeant 

Calvin Esterly.2nd Lieut 

James Ellis ..Private, 


W. S. Hamilton ... 

W. H. Shell. 

John Ortel. 

W. J. Lewis . 

Edward Cummings 
J. W. Hardin.... .. 

T. E. Rose.. 

Thomas Keeshan..., 

John Ennis . 

John Leuard. 

B. F. Cross. 

Willard Fales. 

William Harrington 

Patrick Keenan_ 

T. B. Mason.. 

Charles Stephens. ., 

E. B. Ives.. 

Albert Eberle. 

C. T. Witherell.... 

Charles Reich. 

Robert Douglass.... 

J. H. Smith. 

W. P. Evans. 

Peter Hein.. 

J. E. C. Robinson.. 

R. Vance. 

M. C. Naion. 

F. J. Philipp. 

Bernard Daly. 

Max Schroeder. 

Joseph McNally .... 

J. A. Boyce. 

J. H. Cooper. 

Louis Lemay . 

John Madigan. 


Captain. 
1st Sergt 
Sergeant 
Corporal 
Private.. 


Corporal 


J. J. Wolford. 

A. N. Rogers. 

C. C. Hewitt. 

T. J. Fitzmiller . 

John Prater. 

J. B. Irvine. 

B. C. Martin. 

J. Pearce. 

H. Fischer. 

G. L. Tabler. 

John Neeson. 

Raymond Cox. 

Christian Soffke .. 

C. E. Gordon. ... 

F. W. Clark. 

J. B. Aimond. 

William Gox. 

David Evans. 

‘ J. Greenough.. 


Corporal 


Private.. 
2nd Lieut 
Sergeant 
Captain. 
1st Sergt 
Private 
iptain. 
id Lieut 
1st Sergt 
Sergeant 
Captain. 
1st Sergt 
Sergeant 
Corporal 

Private. 


G John Wi_ 

G C. E. Adams... 
G John Burmann. 
I A. C. Sharpe... 

I Noah Ray. 

I |Jose Molina 


Captain. 

Sergeant 

Corporal 


Sergeant 

Corporal 
Private.. 
Sergeant 
Corporal 
Private.. 


1 I 






























































































































II. The following are best scores (ten shots, as shown by form 30, c,) 
at each range: 

At 600 yards, Sergeant Noah Itay, company 1,22nd Infantry, 86 per cent. 
At 600 yards, Corporal J. Pearce, company A, 22nd Infantry, 86percent. 
At 500 yards, Wagoner A. A. Hamilton, troop H, 8th Cavalry, 86 per 




At 400 yards, Private Charles Stephens, company H, 16th Infantry, 


per cent. 


At 400 yards, Corporal Patrick Keenan, company D, 16th Infantry, 


At 400 yards, Sergeant A. J. Greenough, company G, 22nd Infantry, 82 


per cent. 


At 300 yards, Second Lieutenant C. C. Hewitt, company K, 19th Infant¬ 
ry, 86 per cent. 

At 300 yards, Sergeant A. N. Rogers, company G, 19th Infantry, 86 per 


At 300 yards, Private James Ellis, troop L, 10th Cavalry, 86 per cent. 

At 200 yards, First Sergeant Thomas Lally, troop I, 8th Cavalry, 92 per 




At 100 yards, Private Willard Fales, company C, 16th Infantry, 98 per 




ERRATA IN FORMER CIRCULAR. 


Circular No. 15, current series, from these headquarters, the score of 
Private Thomas Lundy, troop K, 8th Cavalry, should read six hundred 
yards, instead of “live hundred yards.” 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 



THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 26, 1882. 

Circular l 
No. 18 . f 


I. In cases where company commanders have not complied, 
attention is invited to the requirements of General Orders No. 
43, Adjutant General’s Office, series of 1880, (A. R. 2082), 
relative to the settlement of soldiers’ clothing accounts. 

The order referred to is specific; and company command¬ 
ers, who have not observed its requirements in the past, are 
directed to comply, strictly, hereafter. 

Attention has been directed to the subject through a refer¬ 
ence, by the Adjutant General of the Army, of a communi¬ 
cation from the Paymaster General. 

II. Troop and company commanders, in this department, 
who have not already been supplied with reloading tools and 
material, will have the same provided, at once, by the Chief 
Ordnance Officer of the department. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
Cibculab \ San Antonio, Texas, July 27, 1882. 

No. 19. $ 

I. The following are scores selected from company records of best 
target firing for June, taking scores of ten consecutive shots, or two 
best scores of five shots each, making ninety per cent and over at one 
hundred yards, eighty per cent and over at two hundred, three hundred 
and four hundred yards, and seventy per cent and over at-five hundred and 


six hundred yards: 
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E. S. Ewing. 

John Cunningham.. 

E. W. Bouton. 

Frank Bernard. 

T. E. Boee. 

Thomas Keeshan.... 

Frank Knittle. 

Patrick Hauley. 

John Ennis . 

John Lenard. 

William Plesier ... 

John Bergeuer. 

Thomas Alexander . 
Henry Anderson .. 
Josheph Ashcraft... 

B. P. Cross. 

Willard Fales. 

James Grissinger... 
William Harrington 

George Heton. 

William Moore. 

J. G. Regener. 

August Kichert. 

Frederick Shaper... 
Daniel Sullivan. ... 
Benjamin Tharp.... 
Henry Vandaburg .. 

J. A. Ogle . 

T. B. Mason. 

J. II. Deuseuberg .. 

John Gass .. 

Albert Hanke. 

Samuel Johnston.... 
J. W. Smith 
James Simpki 
Herbert Stevenson.. 
Thomas McCarty 

E. B. Ives. 

Albert Eberle. 

C. T. Withered.... 

T. H. Eckerson_ 

Michael Mullen. 

Thomas Taylor. 

W. W. Demott. 

Anders Pedersen ... 

Alva Combs. 

Robert Douglass.... 

C. W. Forsyth. 

Edgar Holridge. 

Izydore Reichert.... 

Daniel Murphy. 

C. A. Veruou. 

R. Vance . 

P. J. Reinhardt_ 

[J. J. Wolford. 

j Louis Lemav . 

'Cornelius Gardener. 
Michael Jacobs. 


Captain. 

Sergeant 

Corporal 

Private.. 

Captain. 

Sergeant 

Corporal 


1st;Sergt 
Corporal 
I Private.. 


^nd Lieut 
'Sergeant 
| Captain. 

12nd Lieut 
jSergeant 
Corporal 


1st Lieut. 

Captain. 

iSergeaut 

Curporal 

Private 

1st Lieut. 

1st Sergt 
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G A. N. Rogers. 

G Frederick Smellia . 

G Alfred Skinner. 

H Lafayette Joseph .. 

K C. C. Hewitt. 

K J. B. Fugitt. 

K T. J. Kitzmiller ... 
K John Prater. 


A J. B. Irvine . 

A H. K. McGrath... 

A Daniel Hogan. 

A C. T. Atwell, jr.. 

A C. B. Cooper. 

A Henry Martin. 

B Raymond Cox. 

C J. H. Connelly_ 

' G M. C. Martin. ... 
.! H Alfred Lee. 


Corporal 

2nd Lieut 
Sergeaut 
Private.. 


Captain. 
Sergeaut 
Musiciau 
Privi 


3 if 


II. The following are best scores (ten shots, as shown by form 30, c,) 
at each range, except in the case of Private George L. Tabler, company 
A, 22nd Infautry, whose score is taken from special team firing on June 
17th and 24th, live shots each day: 

At 600 yards, Private G. L. Tabler, company A, 22nd Infantry, ICO per 
At 500 yards, Corporal E. W. Bouton, company B, 16th Infantry, 82 per 


At 400 yards, Private Alfred Lee, company H, 22nd Infantry, 88 per 

At 300 yards, Second Lieutenant E. B. Ives, company B, 19th Infantry, 
88 per cent. 

At 200 yards, Captain A. G. Hennisee, troop 1,8th Cavalry, 88 per cent. 
At 100 yards, Captain A. G. Hennisee, troop I, 8th Cavalry, 96 per cent. 


By okdeb 


Official: 


Brigadier General Augcr: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





















































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 18,1882. 



The competition for the department medal, and for places 
upon the department team, will begin on Monday, the 21st 
instant,—to be conducted as provided in paragraph III, Gen¬ 
eral Orders No. 53, current series, from the Adjutant Gen¬ 
eral’s Office. This competition will be confined to the qual¬ 
ified marksmen—not more than one from each company. 

The marksman making the highest aggregate score in the 
three days’ shooting will be entitled to the department medal. 

The twelve marksmen making the highest aggregate scores 
in the three days will constitute the department team; the 
two next best, alternates. 

After the competition, as above, the four best selected 
marksmen (whether members of this year’s department team 
or not) will be named for the special contest provided for in 
General Orders No. 6, current series, Headquarters Military 
Division of the Missouri. 



Aide-db-Camp. 










HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 21,1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 21. i 

I. In connection with the cavalry horses accepted by the 
board of cavalry officers instituted by paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 127, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and 
the horses ordered to regiments by paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 8, paragraph III, Special Orders No. 25, paragraph 
VII, Special Orders No. 26, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 
29, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 36, current series, 
from these headquarters, respectively; troop commanders 
will forward, through post commanders, a full report, em¬ 
bracing description of each animal, number on hoof, &c. 

In addition, the condition of each when received, with 
apparent cause of any defect, and the general fitness for cav¬ 
alry, will be recited. 

II. So much of Circular No. 14, current series, from these 
headquarters, as gives the distance from Fort Concho to 
Fort McKavett, Texas, as 50 miles, is amended to read 
miles. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur : 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-d'e-Camp. 













HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
ii,crus! San Antonio, Texas, August 28, 1882. 

No. 22. 5 

The following isareportof the Bring of marksmen ami best shots of the department, 
under General Orders No. 10, 1822, Department of Texas, and subsequent instruc- 
ioas) during preliminary practice at San Antonio, Texas, for the two weeks ending 
august 19, 1882, 55 shots at each range, except:— 

Corporal Ellis Sones, company G, 18th Infantry, 

Private Louis P. Oaulbourn, company D, 16th Infantry, 

Private Gotleib Frauk, company I, 16th Infantry, 
who fired 45 shots, each: 


Javan B. Irvine. .. 

E. S. Ewing. 

W. P. Evans. 

Noah Ray. 

Frank IV. Clark . 
Samuel M. Green. 

John W. Bull -- 

Albert W. James. . 
Charles H. Osborne 
Clayborn Woody. . 
Winfield S. Hamilton 
James Connelly .. 
Albert Eberle .... 
Frederick Smellia 

John Neeson . 

Frederick Stearns 

Dora Gibson - 

John J . Wolford . 
William Plesier. . 
William Fisher . 
Joseph W. Crawford 
Earnest W. Bouton. 
William Bentley ... 

Charles Allman. 

Joseph Allen . 

G. W. McWilliams. 
Thomas Roberts — 
William Stainley... 
James E. Morgan .. 

Silas Jones. 

William Driscoll. . 
George L. Tabler. 

lifton Birdsall... 
Willard Fairs .... 
Henry DeLeale. .. 
James Walkup ... 
'harles Stephens. . 
William Harrington 

John Prater. 

Albert N. Webster.. 

Alva Combs. 

William J. Beazley 
Andrew Sheppard 
Thomas Lundy ... 
lohnBurmann . 
Frank Bernard . 
William Fender. 
JohnH. Curtis . 
Richard Lithco.. 

John Fry . 

Ellis Sones .. .. 

C. P. Caulbourn 
Gotleib Frank . 


Capt... 
Capt... 
2nd Lt. 
1st Sgt 
Sergt.. 




S 'Regiment. 


Trmptr 
Muscn. 
Trmptr 


. 122nd Infty 

: ’16th Inftv 
i ;imh Infty 
22nd Infty 
i 22nd Infty 
8th Cav .. 
22nd Infty 
; 8th Cav... 

[ 8th Cav .. 

: 10th Cav. 

L 16th Infty 
22nd Infty 
i tilth In tty. 

I 10th Infty. 

: 22nd Intty. 

, 8th Cav I 
; 10th Infty.I 
; 10th Inftv. 

: Kith Infty. 

; 22nd lofty. 
l 19th Infty. 

I Kith Inlty. 

' 8th Cav .. 

I 8th Cav_ 

) 8th Cav ... 

I 10th Cav... 
- 8th Cav ... 

! 10th Cav. . 

’ 19th Infty. 
I 10th Cav. . 
I 22nd Infty. 
l 22nd Duty. 
l 8th Cav 
I Kith Infty. 

I 22nd Inlty. 

1 19th Duty. 

’ Kith Inlty. 

; Kith Inlty. 

I 19th Infty. 

1 loth Inlty. 

; 19th Infty. 

19th Infty 
7 8th Cav . 
i 22nd Infty 
J Kith inftv 
L Kith Inlty. 

, 8th Cav... 

I 10th Cav. 

L 10th Cav. 

; Kith Infty 
) 16th Inlty. 
16th Infty 


300Yds. 600Yds. 


220:80.00 


. 193 70.01 196 71.27 
- J68 (il < • 
191 69.‘ 
202 73.45 
191 69 

l 214 , 7.81 182 66. 

1 206 74.90 154 56 


196 71. 
207 75.27 
196 71.27 
206 74.90 


173 62.90' 130 47.: 


190 69.09 
188;68.36 
180 05.49 


176 64.00 
174 63 
144 52 . 
148 53.81 


Average 
at all 
Ranges. 


621 75.27 
518162.78 
549,66.54 


< 124 45.09 
I 145 52.72 
! 164 72.88 


526 63.75 
512 62.06 
486 58.90 
383 46.42 


8 24.71 363 44.00 


1.28 558 07.63 
6.36 556 67.39 
,48)4 514 62 >29 


100 36.36 441 53.45 

70 27 ’6.3 349 42 .30 
63 22.90 350 43.13 
90 42.60 417 61.77 
117 52.00 420 62.22 
108 48.00 400 59.25 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Aide-de-Camp. 




































































HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December i, 1882. 

Circular ) 

No. 23. $ 

Quartermasters, in this department, will, hereafter, consign to the 
Acting Assistant Quartermaster at Fort McIntosh, Texas, instead 
of Laredo, Texas, all stores for the quartermaster at that post; also, 
anj that may be shipped to his care for Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official : 





















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 4 , 1882. 

Circular) 

No. 24. ) 

In order to increase efficiency in shooting at the longer ranges, 
it is important that men should be taught the principles of firing 
lying down. To that end, the Department Commander directs that 
each company and troop fire at least ten rounds per man, in that 
position, in December, 1882, and January, 1883, respectively. 

Target “B” will be used; but, in this practice, men, who are not 
proficient at the long ranges (over 400 yards), can be made to fire 
lying down at shorter ranges,—even to 200 yards,—using the 
same target (B); the men to be moved back to longer ranges, up 
to 600 yards, as they show individual proficiency. The position 
and target used will be stated upon the monthly target reports. 

Under A. R. 481, each post commander will “name an officer to 
supervise the target practice,” whose duty will be to see that proper 
ranges, targets, butts, &c., are prepared and kept in order, and, gen¬ 
erally, to perform such duties,—concerning the practice and the 
reports thereof,—as the post commander may direct. This will in 
no way be construed as relieving post commanders from the proper 
responsibility of seeing that facilities are provided, and all orders 
and instructions properly carried out by company and troop com¬ 
manders, who should see to the actual instruction of their men 
on the range, and that scores are properl}' reported. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Official : 


Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-dc- Camp. 



















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December jo, 1882. 

Circular) 

No. 25. j 

I. Target firing will be so conducted at posts in this department 
that, on April 1, 1883, sufficient ammunition (of the allowance of 
240 rounds per man for current fiscal year) will be left in each troop 
and company, to enable each man to fire—in the three months then 
remaining of the fiscal year—at least 180 rounds, — i. e., 60 rounds 
per man, per month. 

In making this reserve, the facilities for reloading should be used 
to the fullest extent, within the allowance, as set forth in memoran¬ 
dum promulgated in General Orders No. 13, Headquarters Military 
Division of the Missouri, current series; also in General Orders 
No. 23, of 1881, from these headquarters. 

It is expected that, with proper use of the reloading tools and re¬ 
loading ammunition, this reserve will not prevent, during the months 
prior to April 1, 1883, the practice directed in Circular No. 24, cur¬ 
rent series, from these headquarters, nor, in most companies, the 
ordinary target practice, qualifying marksmen, &c., and mounted 
carbine and pistol practice, prescribed in General Orders No. 57, 
current series, Headquarters of the Army. 

In view of the extra allowance of 400 pistol cartridges per man, 
(General Orders No. 57, Adjutant General’s Office, and General 
Orders No. 13, Headquarters Military Division of the Missouri, 
current series), the regular allowance of 20 rounds of ball cartridges 
per man, per month, (increased by the reloading facilities) will be 
reserved for target practice with the rifle and carbine. 

II. To correct certain misunderstandings that have arisen, it is 
announced that the position for firing lying down is not necessarily 
“ prone'' but may be with either head or feet toward the target, 
without artificial rest. 

III. Each troop commander can draw, upon requisition, rifles 
(not to excred 10 in number) for firing at the longer ranges, when 
men show proper proficiency. 

IV. Post commanders, without unnecessary delay, will forward, 
to these headquarters, alphabetically arranged catalogues of all 
books, periodicals, &c., belonging to the post libraries. 

V. Each post commander, for the date of receipt of this order at 






[ 2 J 


his post , will forward, promptly, to these headquarters, a list of 
men on extra and daily duty; said list,—arranged by troops and 
companies,—to show how long each man has been employed, and 
the specific , extra or daily, duty performed by him. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General , 

Official : 


Aide-de- Camp. 
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II. The following are best scores (ten shots, as shown by form 
30, c,) at each range: 

Carbine and Rifle Practice. 


At 500 yards, Corporal T. D. Garrett, company C, 16th Infant¬ 
ry, 82 per cent. 

At 300 yards, Sergeant Frank Lewis, troop L, 10th Cavalry, 82 
per cent. 

At 200 yards, Captain C. D. Viele, troop C, 10th Cavalry, 86 
per cent. 

At 100 yards, Sergeant Claybron Woody, troop C, 10th Cavalry, 
92 per cent. 

Pistol Practice. . 

At 40 yards, Private Benjamin Berry, troop I, 10th Cavalry, 92 
per cent. 

At 20 yards, Corporal John M. O’Connor, troop A, 8th Cavalry, 
92 per cent. 

At 10 yards, Private Clifton Birdsell, troop A, 8th Cavalry, 96 
per cent. 

By order of Brigadier General Auger: 


Official : 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de- Camp. 

















INDEX OF 


Gen. C.-M, Orders, 

DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS. 

1882 . 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Department of Texas. 

















INDEX OF 


^^rals^o# 



DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 1882. 





















COURT-MARTIAL 


I 


.. 23 

a 



I 



Ubil, B. Y. 

















CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Brown. Texas. 

1. Private Thomas Ward . Troon I 8th Garni™ 

2. Private James H. Grim.Company I, 20th Infantry! 

At Fort Clark, Texas. 

1. Private Charles Miller. Troon A 8th enrol™ 

2. Private William Wilson. Company B/ffind InflntiT. 

At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Sergeant Henry Burns.Company D, 22nd Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 9,1882. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 1. j 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown 
Texas December 6 188U pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
! 4 9 ’ ® enes of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain William J. Ltsteh, 19th Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant C A. Vernou, 19th Infantry, is Judge Advocate were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Thomas Ward, troop I, 8th Cavalry 
Charge I.—“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 

Specification.— Absence without leave from his troop, from nie-ht 
of December 8, 1881, to reveille, December 11 1881-^at 
Fort Brown, Texas. 

Charge II—“Violation of the 17 th Article of War ” 
Specification. —Did sell, or lose through neglect, articles of his 
omform, valued at $7.04; at Fort Brown, Texas, December 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To specification, second charge, “Guilty,” except the 
words “did sell,” and of the excepted words “Not 
Guilty. 

To second charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding.—‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. “To suffer a stoppage of three dollars and jiftu-two 
cents ($3.52) per month for the period of tuo months, and to be 
confined at hard labor, under charge of the guard at the post where 
his company may be serving, for the same period. 

2. Private James H. Grim, company I, 20th Infantry 
Charge. —“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Brown, Texas, October 3 1881 
surrendered at same place November 8, 1881 ’ 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.—' “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of two years.” J 
















II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark 
Texa* December 2$, 1881, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 153, series of 1831 from these headquarters, and of which Ma- 
jor A. L Hough, 22nd Infantry, is President, and First Lieuten¬ 
ant A C. Sharpe, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 

1. Private Charles Miller, troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War. ” 

Specification .—Did absent himself from his troop, and did visit the 
t°wn of Brackett, Texas, and while there did become drunk, 
and did conduct himself in a drunken and disorderly man 
ner and indecently expose his person in the public street 
making it necessary for the civil officers to arrest and con 
fane him in jail; near Fort Clark, Texas, November 22, 1881 

Plea.— “In bar ot trial, of autrefois convict by a civil court.’ 
Court sustained the plea of the prisoner, and took no further 
sideration of the case. 

2. Private William Wilson, company B, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification .—While a member of the post guard at Fort Duncan, 
lexas, November 28, 1881, did neglect his duty, and allow 
a prisoner, under his charge, to escape from him. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding— Of the specification, “facts found as stated, but no 
criminality attached thereto. 

Of the charge, “Not Guilty,” and the court does 
therefore acquit him. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Duncan, Texas, December 19, 1881, pursuant to paragraph IV. 
Special Orders No. 155, series of 1881, from these headquarters’ 
and ot which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry is 
President, and First Lieutenant C. C. Cusick, 22nd Infantry’ is 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Sergeant Henri/ Burns, company D, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification. While on duty as sergeant of the guard, did permit 
a prisoner to leave his cell and remain in the guardroom 
and gamble with members of the guard; at Fort McIntosh, 
Texas, November 23, 1881. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty,” except the words 
“leave his cell and,” and of the excepted words 
“Not Guilty.” 

Of the charge. “Guilty.” 

Sentence.— “To forfeit to the United States fifteen (15) dollars 
of his pay 


IV. In the foregoing cases of Private Thomas Ward, troop I, 
8th Cavalry, and Sergeant Henry Burns, company D, 22nd In¬ 
fantry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and 
the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the foregoing case'of Private James H. Grim, company I, 
20th Infantry, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. 
In consideration of the time he has been in confinement awaiting 
trial and sentence, the period of one month of the confinement is 
remitted; as thus mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 
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The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of his confinement. Convict Grim will be held at Fort Brown, 
Texas, until further orders. 

In the foregoing case of Private Charles Miller, troop A. 8th 
Cavalry, the proceedings and decision of the court are approved. 

In the foregoing case of Private William Wilson, company B. 
22nd Infantry, the proceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued to restore to duty Privates 
Miller and Wilson, and Sergeant Barns.) 

By order op Brigadier Generai. Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 













CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. " 

1. Private Edward Riley.Troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Musician Henry Kibbe.Company H, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Private Charles Howard.Troop I, 10th Cavalry. 


At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

Private Thomas F. Quirk.Troop B, 8th Cavalry. 


At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

1. Private Michael Herlihy.Company E, 22nd Infantry. 

2. Private Patrick Owens.Company Ej 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

Private David Jackson.Troop L, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 23, 1882. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 2. f 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark. 
Texas, December 28,1881, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 158, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which Ma¬ 
jor A. L. Hough, 22nd Infantry, is President, and First Lieuten¬ 
ant A. C. Sharpe, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 

1. Private Edward Riley, troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did quit his guard without leave; at Fort Clark, 
Texas, December 3, 1881. 

Plea.— ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding.— 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To forfeit ten dollars per month for three (3) 
months, and to be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard, 
at the post where his troop may be serving, for the same period." 

2. Musician Henry Kibbe, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.—“H abitual drunkenness, to the prejudice of good 

order and military discipline; in violation of the 62nd Article of 
War.” 

Specification 1st. —Drunk and unfit for duty; at Fort Clark, Texas, 
October 24, 1881. 

Specification 2nd. —Drunk and unfit for duty; at Fort Clark, Texas, 
November 20, 1881. 

Specification 3rd.—thunk, and did stagger against and did abuse, 
by using obscene and vulgar expressions, and calling bad 
names, several citizens; at Brackettsville, Texas, December 
25, 1881. 

Specification 4th. —Drunk, creating a disturbance in quarters by 
shouting, and when ordered to desist by a corporal, did say 


















to him that he would not be prevented from having his 
Christmas, and shouted for his company commander and first 
sergeant, and did not stop until he feil in a drunken fit : at 
Fort Clark, Texas, December 25, 1881. 

Specification 5th.—Did deprive the United States of his services for 
the period of 17 days, by being unfit for duty through inebri¬ 
ation, contracted by his own indiscretion and vicious habits; 
at Fort Clark, Texas, between October 24, 1881, and Janu¬ 
ary 2, 1882. 

Pi,ea. —To first, second, third and fourth specifications, “Not 
Guilty.” 

To fifth specification, “Guilty.” 

To charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first specification, "Guilty.” 

Of second specification, “Guilty,” except the words 
“in the quarters of his company,” and of the ex¬ 
cepted words “Not Guilty.” 

Of third specification, “Guilty,” except the words 
“against and abuse by using;” and except the 
word “calling,” substituting therefor the word 
“call;” and except the words “several citizens;” 
and of the excepted words “Not Guilty,” and of 
the substituted words “Guilty; ’ ’—so that the speci¬ 
fication shall read, after the word “stagger:” “and 
use obscene and vulgar expressions, and call bad 
names; at Brackettsville, Texas, &c.” 

Of fourth and fifth specifications, “Guilty." 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To be dishonorably discharged f rom the sendee, 
with loss of all pay and allowances.” 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, November 4, 1881, pursuant to paragraph VI, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 135, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Kinzie Bates, 1st Infantry, is President, and First Lieu¬ 
tenant Louis Wilhelmi, Adjutant 1st Infantry, is Judge Advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Charles Howard, troop I, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Embezzlement, in violation of the 60th Article of 
War.” 

Specification .—Did fraudulently misappropriate, to his own use and 
benefit, one Colt’s revolver, calibre .45, valued at $13.00, 
the property of the United States; at sub-post camp near 
Presidio, Texas, November 15, 1881. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification .—Absence without leave from his troop and camp, 
from evening November 15 to night of November 19, 1881; 
at sub-post camp near Presidio, Texas. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ’Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To make good to the United States the sum of 
thirteen (13) dollars, the price of a U. S. Colt's revolver. To for¬ 
feit ten (10) dollars of his monthly pay for six (6) months, and to 
be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard where his company 
may be serving, for the same period; and then to be dishonorably 
discharged the service of the United States with loss of all pay and 
allowances. ” 






TIT. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, January 5, 1882, pursuant to paragraph X, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 160, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and 
of which Lieutenant Colonel Z. R. Bliss, 19th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and First Lieutenant G. E. Pond, 8th Cavalry, is Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Thomas F. Quirk, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 
Specification —While a member of a mounted escort, did absent 
himself, without leave, from his detachment and duty; at 
Rio Grande Citv, Texas, December 20. 1881. 

Charge II.—"Violation of the 88th Article of War." 

Specif rat ion .—While on duty as a mounted escort, did become 
drunk on said duty; at Rio Grande City, Texas, December 
20, 1881. 

Charge III. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification .—While on duty as a mounted escort, did disobey a 
lawful order of the sergeant in charge of said escort; at Rio 
Grande City, Texas, December 20, 1881. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To he confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where liis troop mag be stationed, for the period 
of four months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars per 
month for the same period.” 


TV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, January 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph 
VI. Special Orders No. 6. current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain C. J. Dickey, 22nd Infantry, is President, 
and Second Lieutenant R. N. Getty, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Ad¬ 
vocate, were arraigned and tried; 

1. Private Michael Herlihg, company E, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 

Specification .—While a member of the guard, having been per¬ 
mitted to go to his quarters to change his blouse, did fail to 
return to his guard, and remaim absent therefrom without 
leave for about 1*4 hours; at post of San Antonio, Texas. 
January 7, 1882. 

Plea.— "Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of 
his monthly pay for two months, and to be confined in the guard¬ 
house, where his company may be serving, for the same period.” 


2. Private Patrick Owens, company E, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Was found drunk as a sentinel upon his post; at 
post of San Antonio, Texas, January 8,1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War." 
Specification .—Was found sleeping as a sentinel upon his post; at 
post of San Antonio, Texas, January 8, 1882. 

Plea .—‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of 
his pay per month for six months, and to be confined in the guard¬ 
house, where his company may be serving, for the same period 
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Y. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
ton, Texas, December 8, 1881, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special 
Orders No. 149, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of 
which Assistant Surgeon J. L. Powell, Medical Department, is 
President, and First Lieutenant S. R. Colladay, 10th Cavalry, 
is Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private David Jackson, troop L, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification 1st. —Did feloniously steal and take away one blanket, 
valued at $8.93, the property of another soldier: at Camp 
Charlotte, Texas, September 8, 1881. 

Specification 2nd.— Did feloniously steal and take away from another 
soldier one pair of spurs and straps, valued at 60 cents; at 
Camp Charlotte, Texas, September 8, 1881. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined in such place as the proper authority may designate for the 
period of two (2) years.'’ 


VI. In the foregoing case of Private Edward Riley, troop C, 8th 
Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. In 
consideration ot the time he has been in confinement awaiting trial 
and sentence, the period of twenty days of the confinement is re¬ 
mitted, and, as mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

Tn the foregoing cases of Musician Henry Kibbe, company H, 
22nd Infantry, Privates Thomas F. Quirk, troop B, 8th Cavalry, 
Michael Herlihy, and Patrick Owens, company I, 22nd Infantry, 
the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and the sen¬ 
tences will be duly executed. 

In the foregoing case of Private Charles Howard, troop I, 10th 
Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. In 
consideration of the time he has been in confinement awaiting trial 
and sentence, the period of one month of the confinement is re¬ 
mitted, and, as mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

In the foregoing case of Private David Jackson, troop L, 10th 
Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. In 
consideration of the time he has been in confinement, the period 
of three months of the confinement is remitted, and, as mitigated, 
the sentence will be duly executed. The Leavenworth Military 
Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of his confinement. 
Convict Jackson will be held at Fort Stockton, Texas, until further 
orders. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fokt Brown, Texas. 

I'rivate Charles Wilson.Troop I, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort 1)avis, Texas. 

1. Private Dorsey Johnson .. .Troop H, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private William J. Hughes .Company K, 1st Infantry. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private George W. Cottrell.Company D, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

1. Private Charles Francisco. Troop G, 10th Cavalrv. 

2. Private Leonard P. Hite.Troop G, 10th Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 2,1882. 
General Court Martial / 

Orders No. 3. J 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, December 6. 1881, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 149. series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain William J. Lysteh, 19th Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant C. A. Vernou, 19th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Charles Wilson, troop I. 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—"Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from the reveille roll-call of 
his troop; at Fort Brown, Texas, November 3, 1881. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification 1st. —Absence without leave from his troop, night of 
November 9 to reveille November 10, 1881; at Fort'Brown, 
Texas. 

Specif cation 2nd. —Absence without leave from his troop, night of 
December 13 to 6:30 a. m. December 14,1881; at Fort Brown. 
Texas. 

Specif cation 3rd. —Absence without leave from his troop, from 9 
p. m. December 17 to noon December 19, 1881; at Fort 
Brown, Texas. 

Charge HI.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specif cation 1st. —Disorderly in his quarters, and saying, in aloud 

tone: “every man in this G—d d-d company is a son of 

a bitch, and I make no exception; I can lick any G—d 

d-d son of a bitch in the quarters;” and saying to a 

sergeant: "there is no non-commissioned officer of the troop 
that can take me to the guardhouse, I will mash the mouth 
of any non-commissioned officer who attempts to take me 
there;” at Fort Brown, Texas, December 17, 1881. 

Specif cation 2nd .—Disrespectful conduct in the presence of an 
officer of the army, dressed in the uniform of his rank, by 
using loud, profane and vulgar language, drinking liquor 
from a bottle, in the presence of said officer, and looking at 
him in a disrespectful and defiant manner; at Matamoras, 
Mexico, December 17, 1881. 
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Specification 3rd.— Fighting with two citizens, and otherwise dis¬ 
orderly, to the prejudice and disgrace of the service; at 
Brownsville, Texas, December 17, 1831. 

Specification 4th. —Upon being ordered, by a corporal, to desist 
from fighting, did refuse to obey said order, and attempt to 
stake said corporal; at Brownsville, Texas, December 17, 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To first and second specifications, second charge “Not 
Guilty.” 

To third specification, second charge, “Guilty.” 

To second charge, “Guilty.” 

To first and second specifications, third charge, “Not 
Guilty.” 

To third specification, third charge, “Guilty.” 

To fourth specification, third charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To third charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of second charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Of first specification, third charge, “Guilty.” 

Of second specification, third charge; the court de¬ 
clines to pass on this specification, on the ground 
that the offense set forth is alleged to have been 
committed without the jurisdiction of the govern¬ 
ment of the United States. 

Of^third and fourth specifications, third charge, 

Of third charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United Stales, and to be confined at such military prison as the re¬ 
viewing authority may direct for the period of six months.” 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, January 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. ;j, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieu¬ 
tenant Colonel W. H. Bkown, 1st Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant R. G. Armstrong, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Dorsey Johnson, troop H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —"Violation of the 39th Article of War." 

Specification. —While a sentinel, was found sleeping on his post; 
at Pena Colorado, Texas, December 11, 1881. 

Plea. — 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To "be dishonorably discharged the service with loss 
of all pay due.” 

2. Private William J. Hughes, company K, 1st Infantry. 

Charge.—“C onduct to the prejudice of good order and "military 

discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Disobeying a lawful order of his first sergeant; 

at Fort Davis, Texas, December 29, 1881. 

Specification'2nd .—Did say to his first sergeant : “You d-d bas¬ 

tard, I’ll get even with you yet;” at Fort Davis, Texas, De¬ 
cember 29, 1881. 

Specification 3rd. —Going to the quarters of his captain, acting there 
in a boisterous manner and refusing to leave until forcibly 
ejected therefrom; at Fort Davis, Texas, December 29,1881. 

Plea. —To first specification, “Guilty.” 
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To second and third specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

To charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.—“G uilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To be confined at hard labor for six (6) months, 
and to forfeit to the U. S. ten (10) dollars per month during said 
confinement.” 

III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Duncan, Texas, December 19, 1881, pursuant to paragraph IV, 
Special Orders No. 155, series of 1881, from these headquarters, 
and of which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is 
President, and First Lieutenant C. C. Cusick, 22nd Infantry, is 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private George W. Cottrell, company D, 22nd Infantry. 

Change. —“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification .—While a sentinel, was found asleep upon his post; at 
Fort Duncan, Texas, January 15, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —‘"To forfeit to the United States six (6) dollars per 
month for six months, and to be confined at hard labor in guard¬ 
house four months.” 

TV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
ton, Texas, December 8, 1881, pursuant to paragraph TV, Special 
Orders No. 149, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of 
which Captain P. L. Lee, 10th Cavalry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant S. R. Coi.laday, 10th Cavalry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Charles Francisco, troop G, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War." 

Specijication 1st. —While a sentinel, leaving his post and being 
found asleep in the forage tent; at camp head of North 
Concho, Texas, October 4,1881. 

Specijication 2nd. —While a sentinel, leaving his post and being 
found asleep in the forage tent; at camp head of North 
Concho, Texas, November 21, 1881. 

Charge II.—"Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specijication. —Did sell his great-coat, valued at $12.70; at Fort 
Stockton, Texas, December 20, 1881. 

Plea.— To first charge and specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first specification, first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of second specification, first charge, “Not Guilty.” 
Of first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of second charge and specification, “Guilty.” 
Sentence. —‘ ‘ To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United Stales, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of one (1) year.” 

J2. Private Leonard P. Hite, troop G, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline. ’ ’ 

Specijication. —Did steal from another soldier one blanket, valued 
at $3.93; at camp head of North Concho, Texas, November 
16. 1881. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 
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Sentence.— “To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United Slates, forfeiting all pag and allowances due him, and to he 
confined at such place as the proper authority may designate for the 
period of one (1) year.” 


V. The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Charles Wilson, troop I, 8th Cavalry, are approved, except the 
finding of the 4th specification to third charge, which is not ap¬ 
proved,—there being no evidence to justify it. 

Private Wilson is charged with unauthorized absence from his 
troop at various times, bet ween November 3 and December 17, 1881; 
this course is not approved,—it has too much the character of 
cumulate e charges, which are prohibited. Regarding the occur¬ 
rences of December 17, as charged against him, it is obvious that 
had he been confined, as he should have been, when he first ap¬ 
peared drunk and troublesome in his quarters, the subsequent of¬ 
fenses could not have occurred. 

It appears that Wilson has served twelve years in his present 
troop, and has never before been tried by a General Court Martial, 
and always, as he has expressed it, “got along very well.” A soldier 
who has thus served so long seldom becomes drunken and trouble¬ 
some, without a cause. Company commanders should study ten¬ 
dencies of this character, and learn what the cause is. and apply 
the proper remedy. Neither should such a soldier be dishonorably 
discharged the service, without further trial and evidence that he 
is unworthy longer to be a soldier. He has been in confinement 
about forty-five days. His sentence, therefore, is mitigated to con¬ 
finement at hard labor, at the station of his troop, for one month, 
forfeiting his pay for the same period; and, as mitigated, it will be 
executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates William J. Hughes, company K, 1st Infantry, and 
George W. Cottrell, company D, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and 
the sentences will be executed. The confinement to be undergone 
at the station of their companies. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Dorsey Johnson, troop H, 10tn Cavalry, are approved. The sen¬ 
tence is mitigated to confinement at hard labor, at the station of 
his troop, for four months, with forfeiture of $10.00 per month of 
his pay for the same period; and, as mitigated, the sentence will 
be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing cases of Privates 
Charles Francisco, and Leonard P. Hite, troop G, 10th Cavalry, 
are approved. The sentence, in each case, is mitigated to confine¬ 
ment at hard labor, at the station of their troop, for four months, 
with forfeiture of $10.00 per month of their pay for ‘the same 
period; and, as mitigated, their sentences will be executed. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 


tBSSSSte=::-:S£a^: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 14,1882. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 4. f 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, December 28,1881, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 158, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which Ma¬ 
jor A. L. Hougii, 22nd Infantry, is President, and First Lieuten¬ 
ant A. C. Sharpe, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 

1. Private Eratt B. Parlett, company K, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge.— “Desertion.” 

Specification.— Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, December 29, 1881, 
surrendered at post of San Antonio, Texas, January 4,1882. 
Plea. —To specification, “Guilty,” except the word's “desert 
said service,” substituting therefor the words “absent 
himself without authority,” and except the words 
“in desertion,” and of the excepted words “Not 
Guilty,” and of the substituted words “Guilty.” 

To charge, “Not Guilty, but Guilty of absence without 
leave. ’ 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty,” except the words 
“desert said service," substituting therefor the 
words “absent himself without authority,” and 
except the words “in desertion,” and of the 
excepted words “Not Guilty,” and of the substi- 
‘ tuted words “Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Not Guilty, but Guilty of absence 
without leave.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of two (2) months, forfeiting to the United States his pay for the 
same period.” 

2. Private Hubert McGlinn, company G, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
at Fort Clark, Texas, from reveille January 28, 1882, until 
6:30, p. m., January 29,1882. 











Charge II.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification 1st— Absence without leave from drill and dress 
parade; at Fort Clark, Texas, January 27, 1882. 
Specification 2nd. —Absence without leave from inspection of his 
company; at Fort Clark, Texas, January 29, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, or dispose of, articles of his clothing, 
valued at $10.66; at Fort Clark, Texas, January 29, 1882. 
Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To first specification, second charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To second specification, and second charge, “Guilty,” 
To third charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Finding. —Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of first specification, second charge, “Not Guilty.” 
Of second specification, and second charge, “Guilty.” 
Of third charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Sentence.— 11 To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company mag be serving, for the period 
of one (1) month, forfeiting ten (10) dollars of his pay." 

3. Private John R. Smith, company G, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, May 23, 1881, sur¬ 
rendered at post of San Antonio, Texas, January 24, 1882. 
Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — "To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company may be serving, for seven (7) 
months, and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars per month 
for the same period.’’ 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Concho, Texas, December 12, 1881, pursuant to paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 153, series of 1881, from these headquarters, 
and of which Major Anson Mills, 10th Cavalry, is President, and 
First Lieutenant G. H. Palmer, 16th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Private Julius H. Wannenvetsch, company C, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Was found drunk while on post as a sentinel; at 
Fort Concho, Texas, January 17, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did leave his post as a sentinel before being regu¬ 
larly relieved: at Fort Concho, Texas, January 17, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —“In this: that the said Private Julius H. Wannen- 
retsch, company C, 16th Infantry, having been regularly 
mounted as a member of the post guard, and posted on post 
number 3, and having left his post before he was regularly 
relieved, and become drunk, did throw away, or lose through 
neglect, his Springfield rifle, which was not found until the 
next day; at Fort Concho, Texas, January 17, 1882.” 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —"To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States; to forfeit to the United States one (1) month’s pay, 
and to be confined at hard labor under charge of the post guard for 
the period of six (6) months.” 






III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, January 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 3, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieu¬ 
tenant Colonel W. H. Brown, 1st Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant R. G. Armstrong, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Charles V. Hugh, troop H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification. —While on duty in the Quartermaster’s Department, 
did feloniously steal, and carry away, one side of harness 
leather, valued at $4.10, the property of the United States; 
at Fort Davis. Texas, January 10, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty." * 

Finding. —“Guilty." 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorable) discharged the sendee of the 
United States , forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of one year.” 

2. Sergeant Isaac Thompson, troop A, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation ot the 62nd Article of War.’ 

Specification. —While sergeant of the guard, did order certain 
members of his guard to load their pieces and to follow him 
“ to take a Mexican in,” by order of the commanding offi¬ 
cer, and did rob the said Mexican of a pistol, valued at, $20, 
and a quantity' of aqua diente, value unknown; at sub-post 
Fort Quitman, Texas, October 16, 1881. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘a 
pistol, valued at $20, and,’ and of the excepted 
words Not Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of one (1) year." 

3. Private Benjamin F. Wallace, troop H, 10th Cavalry. 
Charge. —“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found drunk on his post as a sentinel; at Fort 
Davis, Texas, October 25, 1881. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Not Guilty, and the court does therefore acquit him.’’ 


IV. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing 
case of Private Evan It. Parlett, company K, 22nd Infantry, are 
approved, and the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Hubert McGlinn, company G, 22nd Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John It. Smith, company G, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 
Upon the unanimous recommendation of the court to clemency, 
the sentence is reduced to four months confinement, with forfeiture 
of ten dollars per month for same period; as mitigated, the sentence 
will be executed. 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Private Julius H. 
Wannenretsch, company C, 16th Infantry, are approved, subject to 
the following remark: the pages of the record are not numbered, 
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as required by paragraph 915, of the Army Regulations, of 1881 
The findings, under the first and second charges and their specifi¬ 
cations, are approved. 

The specification to the third charge, as originally referred to 
the court, alleged the loss, through neglect, of the prisoner’s 

Springfield rifle, “ valued at $-, but before proceeding to trial 

the Judge Advocate of the court struck out the words “ valued at 

I-and inserted, in place thereof, the words “ which was not 

found until the next day,”—thus changing its tenor so that it now 
no longer supports the charge under which it is laid. The finding, 
under the third charge and its specification, is, therefore, disap¬ 
proved. The sentence is approved, but is reduced to confinement 
at hard labor, at the post where his company may be serving, for 
four months, with forfeiture of ten dollars of his monthly pay for 
the same period; as mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Charles V. Hugh, troop H, 8th Cavalry, are approved. 
The period of confinement is reduced to six months, at the post 
where the prisoner is now serving; as mitigated, the sentence will 
be executed. 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Sergeant Isaac Thomp¬ 
son, troop A, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The testimony is con¬ 
tradictory, and leaves considerable doubt as to the guilt of the 
prisoner. Corporal Dobbin, one of the members of the guard, re¬ 
ferred to in the specification, ought to have been examined as to 
his knowledge of the alleged offense. The case is not in such a 
shape as to warrant approval by the Department Commander; the 
findings and sentence are, therefore, disapproved. Sergeant 
Thompson will be released from confinement and restored to duty. 

The proceedings, findings and acquittal in the foregoing case of 
Private Benjamin F. Wallace, troop H, 10th Cavalry, are approved. 


Y. General Court Martial Orders No. 34, of December 3, 1881, 
from these headquarters,—case of Private James O’Brien, troop H, 
8 th Cavalry,—on line 21, page 2, should read “Not Guilty,” in¬ 
stead of “Guilty.” 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Catnp. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

V Robert Bjsset .Troop G. 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private John Miller.Company I, 22nd Infantry. 

At Fort Concho, Texas. 

1. Private John W Damond.Troop E, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private Julius Turner.Troop M, 10th Cavalry. 

At Fort Davis, Texas. 

1. Private William Williams. Troop K, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private Andrew J. Coon .Company F, 1st Infantry. 

3. Private Charles Taphner. Company F, 1st Infantry. 

4. Private John Chalk.Company G, 1st Infantry. 

At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private Martin Thomas.Company D, 22nd Infantry. 

At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

Private John Lee.Troop G, 10th Cavalry. 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

I■ Recruit Joseph B Baxter.16th Infantry. 

a' .Company H, loth Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 10, 1882. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 5. f 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, December 28, 1881, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 158, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which Ma¬ 
jor A. L. Hough, 22nd Infantry, is President, and First Lieuten¬ 
ant A. C. Sharpe, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 

1. Private Robert Bisset, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Desertion.” 

Specification .—Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, February 14, 1882, 
apprehended near Del Rio, Texas, February 16, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Did sell, or through neglect lose, articles of his 
clothing, valued at $15.62; at Fort Clark, Texas, between 
January 12 and February 14, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 

To specification of second charge, “Guilty,” except the 
words “two pairs of boots, valued at $2.85, each,” 
substituting therefor the words “one pair of boots, 
valued at $2.85,” and except the words “two grey 
flannel shirts, valued at $1.25, each,” and except the 
words “one forage cap, valued at 58 cents,” and of 
the excepted words “Not Guilty,” of the substituted 
words “Guilty.” 

To second charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 


























Sentence. —“To suffer a stoppage of $15.62, for amount of 
clothing lost or sold bg him; then to be dishonorably discharged the 
srr/'iei of the Vnitcd States, forfeiting all yog and allowances due 
him, and to be confined at such place as the reviewing authority 
mag direct for two (2) years." 

2. Private John Miller, company I, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Did, with felonious intent, enter the U. S. commis¬ 
sary storehouse at Fort Clark, Texas, on niarht of February 
4-5, 1882. 3 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. —"To be dishonorably discharged from the service, 
with loss of all pay and allowances, and to be confined in such prison 
as mag be designated by the reviewing authority for the period of 
one (1) year.” 


H. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Concho, Texas, December 12, 1881, pursuant to paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 153, series of 1881, from these headquarters, 
and of which Major Anson Mills, 10th Cavalry, is President, and 
First Lieutenant G. H. Palmer, 16th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

I. Private John W. Damond, troop E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found sleeping on his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort Concho, Texas, February 11, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“ To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard , at the post where his company mag be serving, for the period 
of tiro (2) months, and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) 
dollars per month of his pay for the same period." 

“The court is thus lenient to the accused on account of the 
favorable consideration given to his statement, and the testimony 
of his company commander in regard to his good character.” 

2. Private Julius Turner, troop M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of gool order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification. —Did steal a great coat, valued at $12.70, the property 
of another soldier; at Fort Concho, Texas, December 31, 
1881. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Not Guilty, andthe court does therefore acquit him." 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, January 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 3, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieu¬ 
tenant Colonel W. H. Brown, 1st Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant R. G. Armstrong, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William Williams, troop K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I. —“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Did leave his post as a sentinel before being regu¬ 
larly relieved; at Fort Davis, Texas, night of January 12, 








Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification 1st— While posted as a sentinel over the officers' quar¬ 
ters, for their protection, did feloniously enter the quarters 
of an officer, and did steal, and carry away therefrom, three 
blankets and one quilt, the property of the said officer; at 
Fort Davis, Texas, night of January 12, 1882. 

Specification 2nd. —While posted as a sentinel over the officers’ 
quarters, for their protection, did feloniously enter the 
quarters of an officer, and forcibly and burglariously break 
open and search a trunk therein, the property of a servant 
in the employ of the said officer; at Fort Davis, Texas, night 
of January 12, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To first specification, second charge, “Guilty.” 

To second specification, second charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To second charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of first specification, second charge, “Guilty.” 

Of second specification, second charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Of second charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of three years.” 

2. Private Andrew J. Coon , company F, 1st Infantry. 

Charge.— “Desertion. 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Davis, Texas, January 16. 1882. 
apprehended near Davis ranch, Texas, January 18, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of three (3) years.” 

3. Private Charles Taphner, company F, IstJnfantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Davis, Texas. January 16, 1882, 
apprehended near Davis ranch, Texas, January 18, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty." 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of three (3) years.” 

4. Private John Chalk, company G, 1st Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification. —While a duly mounted supernumerary of the guard, 
did become drunk on said duty; at Fort Davis, Texas, Feb¬ 
ruary 1, 1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. — “To be confined at hard labor, under charge of the 
guard, for the period of two (2) months.” 


IV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Duncan, Texas, December 19, 1881, pursuant to paragraph IV. 
Special Orders No. 155, series of 1881, from these headquarters. 
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and of which Captain H. J. Farnsworth, 8th Cavalrv i 
President, and First Lieutenant C. C. Cusick, 22nd Infantry i 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried- 1 

com P ai ?7 D - 22nd Infantry. 

discipline/'’ ’ ° the pr6Judlce of good 'order and military 

Specification-Lid feloniously steal, and apply to his own use 01 
benefit one pair of trowsers, valued at $2.80, the property 
Plea!— ^‘Not^Juilty 6 ”' F ° rt Duncan ’ Texas ’ February 4,1882 

Finding.— “Guilty. ” 

dishonorably discharged the service of the 
' te , d States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or which 
may become due and to be confined at such place as the Zeviewina 
authority may direct, for the period of two years." ^ 


ton\lt% a ec G eXf« C ^? Iartial W w h co ™ ed at Fort Stock- 
uin, lexas, JJecember 8, 1881, pursuant to paragraph IV Snprial 

Shich Sta n 9 p S L e i * Zk iT r° m aEf 

wmtn captain r. L. Lee, 10th Cavalrv, is Presirlpnf nnri 

Lieutenant S R. Colladay, 10th Cavalry, Judge AdvoS e 
was arraigned and tried: ^ Advocate, 

Private John Lee, troop G, 10th Cavalry. 
dis C cfpl^-“ Theft ’ t0 tFe prejudice of £ ood order and military 
Specification.- Did steal and apply to his own use or benefit, one 
K cwpf at „^°-°0, the property of another soldier; at 
rort Stockton, Texas, December 20, 1881 
“lea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding.—“G uilty.” 

Sentence.—“T o dishonorably discharged the service of the 

> t ed f tntes ’ forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
ZriodofZZufvZr" the pr0 ^ er ™ f hority may designate for the 


’sissas 

SSSl SAmT"' ■ 22n ‘ 1 Infan “ T - ” A ‘' : 

1. Recruit Joseph B. Baxter, 16th Infantry 
Charge I.—“Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 

Specification 1st — Disobeying the lawful order of his superior offi¬ 
ce to return to his post, and running away from the said 
<?» . /? °*F er; , at or near San Antonio, Texas, January 80, 1882 
Spec ^ c ^on 2nJ-Bemg lawfully ordered by his superior officer to 
r!} jp vernm ent blanket, concealed under his 
Sd did rn’n^lf f f se to ,, obe y , sald tawful order, did resist, 
and did run away from the said officer; at or near San An¬ 
tonio, Texas, January 30, 1882. 

Charge II.—"Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. Did, without authority, remove from his post and 
,°, ne arm J blanket, with the intent illegally to dib¬ 
it) 1882 th6 Same ’ at P ° St ° f San Antonio > Texas, January 
Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 







Finding.— “Guilty. 

Sentence. — “To forfeit to the U. S. ten (10) dollars per month 
of his pay for two months, and to he confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard, at the post where his company may he serving, 
for the period of three months." 

2. Private William P. Sweeney, company H, 16th Infantry. 
Charge. —“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at post of San Antonio, Texas, November 
6 , 1881, apprehended by civil authority at Austin, Texas, 
February 5, 1882. 

Plea— To specification, “Guilty," except the word “appre¬ 
hended,” and of the excepted word “Not Guilty.’ 

To charge, “Guilty." 

Finding.—O f the specification, “Guilty,” except the words “ap¬ 
prehended” and “Austin," substituting therefor 
the words “turned over” and “San Antonio;” of 
the excepted words “Not Guilty,” and of the sub¬ 
stituted words “Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty. 

Sentence. — "To he dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to he 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, jfor the period of two years." 

3. Private Alexander Macnaughton, company A, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification— Absence without leave from his company and post, 
from February 14 to 19,1882; at post of San Antonio, Texas. 
Charge II.— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Drunk and disorderly in the city of San Antonio, 
Texas, so as to cause his arrest and imprisonment by the 
civil authority, to the discredit and disgrace of the military 
service; February 14, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty. ’ 

Finding.—O f first charge and specification, “Guilty. 

Of specification, second charge, “Guilty,” except the 
word “disorderly,” and of the excepted word “Not 
Guilty.” 

Of second charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —"To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of 
his pay." 

4. Private Charles B. Morrow, company E, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 

discipline." 

Specification. —While on duty as head cook of his company, did use 
violent and abusive language towards a soldier on duty with 
him as second cook, and did assault the said second cook in 
a savage and brutal manner with an iron cooking fork, cut¬ 
ting his head with the same; in the kitchen of his company, 
at post of San Antonio, Texas, about 3 a. m., January 27, 
1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty." 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States his pay for three 
months, and to he confined at hard labor, under charge of the guard 
where his company may he serving, for one month.” 
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zrf+iP 16 C -° Urt 18 thu f lenie f lt in view of the previons good character 
ot the prisoner, as shown in evidence.” 

filings and sentences in the foregoing 
B f se b tr00p G ’ 8th Cavalr 7- and John 
Mrihr, company I, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and the sentences- 
^ e ° U «?' i The -Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is 
i aS °ttfi eir confinement. Convicts Bisset and 

MiUer will be held at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 


The proceedings findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
W. Damondy troop E, 10th Cavalry, are approved 

iee will hp PvppnfoH 


Private John vv. ijamona y troop 
and the sentence will be executed. 


The proceedings, findings and acquittal in the foregoing case of 
Private Julius Turner, troop M, 10th Cavalry, are approved. 

p i P T?^? dlng ? I V fi ," din g s and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private William Williams, troop K, 10th Cavalry, are approved. 
Ihe period ol confinement is reduced to two years. As mitigated 
^®, s ® n Q tenc< ; wlU ^ executed. The proceedings will be forwarded 
to he Secretary of War for designation of a penitentiary. Convict 
Williams will be held at Fort Davis, Texas, until further orders. 

proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
ot Privates Andrew J. Coon, and Charles Taphner, company F 
1st Infantry, are approved. The period of confinement, in each 
case, is reduced to two years. In consideration of the time they 
“ e „ beei ! n confinement awaiting trial and sentence, the period 
of fifteen days of the confinement, in each case, is remitted: as 
mitigated, the sentences will be executed. The Leavenworth Mili¬ 
tary Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of their confinement. 
fu°rther t ‘OTders and Taphner wiU be held at Fort Davis - Texas, until 

t T he Proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
John Chalk company G, 1st Infantry, are approved. The sentence 
is confirmed subject to the following remark: When offenders 
against military discipline are punished by confinement in the post 
guardhouse, their military duty devolves upon others,—therefore, 
in awarding sentences of confinement, a proportionate forfeiture of 
pai/ should be included therein. (See G. C. M. 0. 35, I). T„ 1881*) 
Ihe sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Jrrivate Martm Thomas , company D, 22nd Infantry, are approved, 
ihe period of confinement is reduced to one year; as mitigated, 
the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison 
Kansas, is designated as the place of his confinement. Convict 
1 homas will be held at Fort Duncan, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John Lee, troop G, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The 
period of confinement is reduced to six months at the post where 
execu°tecT ny 18 D ° W semng; as mitigated, the sentence will be 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases of 
Recruit Joseph B. Baxter, 16th Infantry,.and Privates Alexander 
Macnaughton, company A, and Charles B. Morrow, company E. 
<wnd Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will be executed. 
p P T^ ding ^’ fi 0 ndin ^ s and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private William P. Sweeney, company H, 16th Infantry, are ap- 
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proved, and the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth 
Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of his confine¬ 
ment. Convict Sweeney will be held at the post of San Antonio, 
Texas, until further orders. 


By ordek of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Sergeant John W. Coulter. Company F, 1st Infantry. 


At Fort McKavett, Texas. 

1. Private Willis Walden. Company H, ICIh Infantry. 

2. Private George Donnelly.Company K, ltitli Infantry. 


At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

Sergeant George Lewis.Troop L, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 23,1882. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 6 . 5 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, January 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 8, current series, front these headquarters, and of which Lieu¬ 
tenant Colonel W. H. Brown, 1st Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant R. G. Armstrong, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Sergeant John W. Coulter, company F, 1st Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification .—Did steal one pipe, valued at $1.50, from a citizen: 
at Toyah Station, Texas, January 10, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification 1st —Was found gambling in the quarters with pri¬ 
vates of his company; at Ft. Davis, Tex., January, 13, 1882. 
Specification 2nd. —Did, in violation of well known orders, intro¬ 
duce, or cause to be introduced, whisky into the company 
quartern, thereby causing one or more priva tes to become 
drunk and to create a disturbance in said quarters; at Fort 
Davis, Texas, December 24, 1881. 

Additional Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and 
military discipline.” 

Specification .—Did enter into a conspiracy with a citizen for the 
purpose of defrauding a discharged soldier out of a sum of 
money, and did bet with intent to lose, and did purposely 
lose, at a gambling table, the sum of $80.00, the same being 
the property of the said discharged soldier, and did there¬ 
after, in pursuance of said conspiracy, receive back from said 
citizen the sum of $40.00 of the aforesaid $80.00, and did ap¬ 
propriate said sum to his own use and benefit; at Toyah Sta¬ 
tion, Texas, January 9, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 

To second charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

To additional charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 














Finding. —Of the specification, first charge, “Guilty,” except the 
words “valued at $1.50,” substituting therefor the 
words “value unknown, ” of the excepted words, 
“Not Guilty,” of the substituted words, “Guilty.” 
Of the first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 
Of the additional charge and specification, “Guilty.” 
Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him , and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of eighteen (18) months.” 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Mc- 
Kavett, Texas, March 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 24, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Captain D. M. Vance, 16th Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant T. C. Woodbury, 16th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Willis Walden, company H, 16th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found sleeping on his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort McKavett, Texas, March 3, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding .— 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard, at the place where his company may be serving, for the period 
of four (4) months, and to forfeit to the United 'States ten (10) 
dollars of his pay per month for the same period.” 

2. Private George Donnelly, company K, 16th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 

discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Did steal one government blanket, valued at 
$3.93, from another soldier; at Fort McKavett, Texas, Feb¬ 
ruary 20, 1882. 

Specification 2nd. —Did sell, pledge, and otherwise unlawfully dis¬ 
pose of, one government blanket, stolen by himself; at Fort 
McKavett, Texas, February 20, 1882. 

Specification 3rd. —Did sell, pledge, and otherwise unlawfully dis¬ 
pose of, his government blanket, valued at $3.93; at Fort 
McKavett, Texas, between February 19 and 20, 1882. 
Specification 4th. —Did sell, pledge, and otherwise unlawfully dis¬ 
pose of, his government great-coat, valued at $12.70; at or 
near Fort McKavett, Texas, between January 8, and Feb¬ 
ruary 20,1882. 

Plea. —To first specification, “Not Guilty” of stealing the blank¬ 
et, but “Guilty” of taking the blanket by mistake. 

To second specification, “Guilty,” except the word “sto¬ 
len,” and of the excepted word, “Not Guilty.” 

To third and fourth specifications, “Guilty.” 

To charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States , to forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances 
now due or that may become due, and to be confined in such prison 
as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of six months.” 






III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
on, Texas, March 7, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special Or- 
lers No. 20, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Japtain P. L. Lee, 10th Cavalry, is President, and First Lieuten- 
mt J. J. O’Connell, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, was ar- 
:aigned and tried: 

Sergeant George Lewis, troop L, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Neglect of duty, in violation of the 62nd Article of 
War.” 

Specification Art.—While sergeant of the guard, and having as such 
prisoners under his charge, did, by his negligence, permit a 
military convict to escape from the guardhouse; at Fort 
Stockton, Texas, night of February 19 to 20,1882. 
Specification 2nd.— While sergeant of the guard, and in charge of 
prisoners, did fail to count and properly turn over said pris¬ 
oners to the corporal of the guard when the latter took charge 
of the guard and prisoners; at Fort Stockton, Texas, between 
8 and 5 a. m., February 20, 1882. 

Specification 3rd.—While sergeant of the guard, did report to the 
officer of the day that the prisoners were present, said ser¬ 
geant not having counted the prisoners and not knowing 
that they were present; at Fort Stockton, Texas, between 1 
and 2 a. m., February 20, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.—“G uilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be reduced to the ranks and to forfeit to the U. S. 
ten (10) dollars of his pay." 

IV. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Sergeant John W. Coulter, company F, 1st Infantry, are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth 
Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of his confine¬ 
ment. Convict Coulter will be held at Fort Davis, Texas, until fur¬ 
ther orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Willis Walden, company H, 16th Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Private George Don¬ 
nelly, company K, 16th Infantry, are approved. The findings upon 
the'first specification, and that part of the findings upon the second 
specification as finds the prisoner guilty of the words “stolen from 
Private J. Stocum, company K, 16th Infantry,” are disapproved, 
the evidence failing to substantiate, beyond a reasonable doubt, 
the offense alleged. The findings upon the remainder of the second 
specification, and the rest of the specifications, as well as upon the 
charge, are approved. The sentence is approved, but is reduced as 
follows: “ To be confined under charge of the guard, at hard labor, 
at the post where his company maybe serving,for four months, and 
to forfeit $10.00 of his pay, per month, for the same period;" as 
mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Sergeant George Lewis, 
troop L, 10th Cavalry, are approved, subject to the following re¬ 
mark: The record shows that, after making a statement, the 
accused was sworn to it by the Judge Advocate; the law requires 
that the prisoner be sworn as a witness when he testifies, at his own 
request; to administer an oath to him for any other purpose is 
illegal and an irregularity, but, under the circumstances, does not 
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constitute a fatal error in this case. The findings and sentence are 
approved, and the sentence will be executed. 


V. General Court Martial Orders No. 3, current series, from these 
headquarters, are hereby amended by striking out, in paragraph 
V, on line 14, the words: “ and has never before been tried bv a 
General Court Martial.” J 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Official: 


Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 1 , 1882 . 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 7. J 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, December 28,1881, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 158, series of 1881, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major J. A. Wilcox, 8th Cavalry, is President, and First Lieuten¬ 
ant A. C. Sharpe, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, was ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 

Private Frederick G. House, troop K. 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specif cal ion 1st. —“ In that Private Frederick G. House, troop K, 
8th Cavalry, did enter a saloon, and did hurl chairs over 
said saloon, and did behave in a disorderly manner. This 
at or near the camp of troop K, 8th Cavalry, near the mouth 
of Rio Pecos, Texas, on or about February 4, 1882. 

[Signed.] Wm. A. SHUNK, 

Second Lieutenant 8th Cavalry.” 
Specification 2nd.—” In this: that Private Frederick G. House, 
troop K, 8th Cavalry, feloniously and unlawfully, did shoot 
a carbine, loaded with powder and ball, at the person of one 
Charles Davis, with intent then and there, thereby felonious¬ 
ly, wilfully and of his malice aforethought, the said Charles 
Davis to kill and murder. This at or near the camp of troop 
K, 8th Cavalry, near the mouth of Pecos River, Texas, on or 
about February 4, 1882. 

[Signed.] A. C. SHARPE, 

First Lieutenant 22nd Infantry, 
Judge Advocate.’' 

Plea— “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —Of the first specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, “Guilty,” except the 
words “feloniously and - unlawfully, did shoot a 
carbine, loaded with powder and ball, at the per¬ 
son of one Charles Davis, with intent then and 
there, thereby feloniously, wilfully and of his 
malice aforethought, the said Charles Davis to kill 
and murder;” substituting therefor the words 
“ did say to one Charles Davis ‘I’ll fix you;' and 
did run to his tent, seize his carbine and unlaw¬ 
fully fire at random from said carbine four or 
five shots in the direction of said Darts, one of 
which shots went through a saloon of which the 
said Davis was in charge,” and of the excepted 
words “Not Guilty,” and of the substituted words 
“Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To he dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to he 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of one (1) year.” 





IT. In the foregoing ease of Private Frederick G. House, troop 
K, 8th Cavalry, the second specification, as originally drawn and 
signed by Lieutenant Shunk, having been found defective, was 
corrected at these headquarters. Upon arraignment, the Judge 
Advocate entered in the record the charge and the first specifica¬ 
tion under the signature of Lieutenant Shunk, following it by the 
second specification signed by himself, thus presenting, in effect, 
two separate and distinct pleadings, the latter, however, in an 
incomplete form,—there being no charge to support the specifica¬ 
tion. In explanation of this irregularity, the Judge Advocate' of 
the court has stated that, believing the regularity of the second 
specification would be called hi question, he asked Lieutenant 
Shunk to sign the charges as amended, and knowing that the 
grounds of the emphatic refusal by that officer were known to 
members of the court, in order to relieve them of their embarrass¬ 
ment and to avoid a failure of justice, he attached his own signa¬ 
ture. 

Charges, after having been preferred, can be altered by the con¬ 
vening authority, by additions or erasures, or by drawing up 
entirely new charges upon the facts stated (see Simmons, 385, 414, 
415; De Hart, 102; Benet, 89; Ives, 87.) The power thus exercised 
does not need the sanction of subordinates by their signature; 
and a, court by directing any such corrections to be disregarded, 
would transcend its power. 

As the plea of the prisoner was taken in the regular order, the 
irregularity committed is not considered fatal. The proceedings 
in the case, with the exception of the irregularity mentioned, are 
approved. The finding to the first specification' of the charge is 
approved. 

The original finding of the court to the second specification being 
improper, incoherent and contradictory, the record, with the reasons 
of the convening authority set out at length, was returned for re¬ 
consideration of this finding. The court eliminated the principal 
errors, and, in order to dispose of part of the contradictions imputed 
to it, added the phrase “at random,” as it now appears, to the 
finding, substantially adhering, however, in other respects, to the 
tenor of the original finding, and advancing, in support of its 
action, with quotations of parts of the.testimony, that the intent 
averred was not established beyond a doubt,' by the evidence 
adduced, that the court believed the act was committed not with 
premeditation but in a drunken frenzy, and that, to express the 
sense of the court, it was found necessary “to discard the exact 
wording of the criminal indictment,” substituted by the convening 
authority, for the specification as drawn by the officer preferring, 
the charges, and to “adopt, in place thereof, a form embodying a 
bald statement of the facts, sufficient to support the charge.*’ 

In the specification in question, the act of unlawfully shooting at 
the person of another,—in itself constituting a substantive offense, 
—was laid with a specific intent; therefore, the fact of such intent 
became necessarily a subject for proof. The court says, in effect, 
that there could be no intent because of drunken frenzy; as to the 
latter, however, the testimony does not afford sufficient proof. 

Drunkenness can only be urged as a defense, in this case, as far as 
the question of specific intent is concerned (1 Bishop, 0. L., 7, ed. 
413, n,) and then the law depends upon the answer to the question: 
“Did the prisoner know what he was about ?” But if it is shown 
that the reasoning faculty was not lost in the excitement of the 





occasion and the mind still acted, then a state of partial intoxica¬ 
tion affords no ground of a presumption in favor ot the absence of 
intent (1 Bishop, C. L., 418, n), particularly when the act itself, 
irrespective of specific intent, is prima facie illegal and an offense, 
viz- an assault (1 Brightley’s Federal Digest, page 221.) In con- 
sidering the assault without the specific intent, drunkenness can¬ 
not be accepted as an excuse. “The law deems it wrong for a 
inan to cloud his mind, or to excite it to evil action, by the use of 
intoxicating drinks; and one who does this, then, moved by the 
liquor while too drunk to know what he is about, performs what 
is ordinarily criminal, subjects himself to punishment; tor, the 
wrongful intent to drink coalesces with the wrongful act done 
while drunk, and makes the offense complete,” (1 Bishop, ('. L., 

7 ed 897.) Therefore, if the court thought the prisoner too drunk 
to entertain the specific intent, it should have excepted it and found 
him guilty of the remainder, constituting an assault. 

In this case, however, the specific intent can be established as 
an inference of fact, and that inference may be drawn from any 
fact in evidence which, to a reasonable mind, fairly proves its ex¬ 
istence. “ Intentions can only be proved by acts, as juries cannot 
look into the breast of the criminal ” (1 Bishop, C. L., 735, n). 

The evidence shows that the prisoner had been drinking, 
and that lie was drunk, noisy and turbulent in a barroom, from 
which he had been ejected by one Charles Davis I lie circum¬ 
stances immediately following this ejection; the threat uttered 
bv the prisoner; his precision and ability of movement: the deliber¬ 
ate positions assumed by him; the close proximity of Charles Davis, 
at the time of firing, to the point where the traces of one of the 
bullets were subsequently found; the continuation of the shooting 
by the prisoner until forced to desist by a bystander; the small 
divergence of the lines of fire of the various shots,—as established 
bv Lieutenant Shunk's examination immediately after the shoot¬ 
ing. when he traced three of the bullets to the points where they 
took effect, and thus furnished the best, most reliable and conclu¬ 
sive evidence as to the point of direction; m fine, the deliberate 
attempt made for the execution of the threat uttered, coupled with 
the means employed, and the ability shown for its accomplishment, 
points to the fact that the prisoner knew what he was about, 
though he was in a state of partial intoxication. Consequently, 
“drunken frenzy” becomes a mere assumption; the finding that all 
the shots were fired “atrandom” falls to the ground; and, by potent 
and incontrovertible testimony, the intent as alleged is established. 

The first and last sentence of the substituted finding, together 
with the evidence as to the whereabouts of Davis, when the shot, 
which took effect in the saloon, was fired, contradicts the phrase 
“at random.” The latter takes out of the specification all elements 
of assault, and leaves the offense, as found, a disturbance ot the 

^ The specification, averring the highest offense, included within 
itself the lesser and kindred offenses: and it was not necessary for 
the court to make sweeping corrections and substitutions, and to 
adopt, in part, the faulty pleading already ejected by the conven¬ 
ing authority. The specification, by the exception of the word 
“felonious,” and the words expressive of the intent, and the sub¬ 
stitution of one phrase, afforded the court an opportunity to find 
the prisoner guilty of a lesser or kindred offense, in a, statement by 
far more bald than the bungling one—now of record. 
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For the laxity of the finding, the court seems to have made up in 
severity of sentence awarded for the minor offense found; and 
when the punishment imposed is viewed in connection with its 
legal basis, a doubt arises whether or not the court did labor 
under the impression, when passing the sentence, that it really 
had convicted the prisoner of an offense far more serious thaii 
can be evolved from its peculiar finding. 

In order that the prisoner may not escape merited punishment 
tor the lesser and kindred offense, of which the court found him 
guilty, the Department Commander is constrained to approve the 
finding. 

The finding to the charge is approved. So much of the sentence 
as imposes dishonorable discharge from the service, with forfeiture 
of all pay and allowances due, and two months of the period of con¬ 
finement awarded, is approved; the remainder of the sentence is 
disapproved. The sentence, as approved, is confirmed, and will be 
executed at the station of his troop. 


III. Ihe General Court Martial at Fort Clark, Texas, convened 
by paragraph II, Special Orders No. 158, series of 1881, from these 
headquarters, and of which Major J. A. Wilcox, 8th Cavalry, is 
president, and First Lieutenant A. C. Sharpe, 2‘2nd Infantry is 
Judge Advocate, is dissolved. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Brown, Texas. 

Private Rufus Bowman. . Company E, 19 th Infantry. 

At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

„ Troon B. 10th Cavalry. 

Private James Evans. . x 1 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

Private Martin Fan-ell. . . ^n.pany C, 22nd Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 6,1882. 

Generai. Court Martiai. I 
Orders No. 8. S 

I Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
m ' Mai-ch °4 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
w? 97 ™rrent serie from these headquarters, and of which 
No. 27, current senes,ira Infantry j‘ President, and Second 

SSSii E. x 1™ xSaK -locate, - 

"ItISSs: CSXS&S Oft* .<; w-j 

January 6, 1882. 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

dishonorably discharged from the sendee 

^n^orA^ybefom^dw^Mm^mid^be confined attun'd Icdwral such^ 
mmar^pZn as the revising authority may direct for a penod 
of three (3) years.” 

II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
trm TWis March 7 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special Ur 

BfcniSSMSSSfiS 

was arraigned and tried: n , 

Private James Evans, troop B, 10th Cavalry. m 

fng the property of the United States; at Fort Stockton, 

iSs *11 one 

1 at 13.40, the property of the United States; at Fort Stock 
ton, Texas, February 11, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 
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Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at such place as the proper authority may designate for one 
(1) year." 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, March 29, 1882, pursuant to paragraph 
IV, Special Orders No. 30, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain C. J. Dickey, 22nd Infantry, is President, 
and Second Lieutenant H. C. Hodges, jr., 22nd Infantry, is Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Martin Farrell, company C, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Duncan, Texas, October 1, 1881, 
apprehended by civil authorities at Weimar, Texas, March 
19, 1882. 

Plea . —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — u To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due him or 
that may become due him , and to be confined in such military prison 
as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

IV. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing 
case of Private Rufus Bowman, company E, 19th Infantry, are ap¬ 
proved. The sentence, being in excess of the usual period of con¬ 
finement awarded in such cases, and the prisoner having been 
confined since January 11, 1882, awaiting trial and sentence, the 
period of one year and two months of the confinement imposed is 
hereby remitted. As mitigated, the sentence will be executed. The 
Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place 
of his confinement. Convict Bowman will be held at Fort Brown, 
Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private James Evans, troop B, 10th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of his confinement. Convict 
Evans will be held at Fort Stockton, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Martin Farrell, company C, 22nd Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military 
Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of his confinement. 
Convict Farrell will be held at the post of San Antonio, Texas, 
until further orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augtjr: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

• Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED. 


ISS STE gISg 

At Fort Davis, Texas. 

tSSSSiEiSISS 

At Fort Duncan, Texas. 


At Fort McKavett, Texas. 

At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

Private David Bogges.Troop L, 10th Cavalry. 

At Fort Concho, Texas. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 18,1882. 
Generai. Court Martial I 
Orders No. 9. 1 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas. March 24, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 27. current series, from these headquarters, and ot which 
Captain J. H. Bradford, 19th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: T * . 

1. Private James Williams, company B, 19th Infantry. 

Charge. —'‘Violation of the 17th Article of War." 

Specification. —Did sell, and through neglect lose, articles of his 
clothing, valued at $25.55; at Fort Brown, Texas, between 
February 19, and March 25, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To forfeit to the United Staten one half of his cur¬ 
rent monthly pai/ until the stoppage amounts to twenty fire dollars 
and fifty fire cents (825.55) the value of the clothing sold or other¬ 
wise improperly disposed of, and to be confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard, at the }>ost where his company may be serving 
for iheperiod'of two (2) months.” 













2. Private Thomas Berry , company C, 19th Infantry 
Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found drunk on his guard: at Fort Brown 
Texas, March 17,1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline.” 

Specification. —While on guard, having had permission to visit his 
quarters for ten minutes, did remain absent from the guard¬ 
house for one hour; at Fort Brown, Texas, March 17 1882 
Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To he confined at hard labor• under charge of the 
guard where his company may be serving for six (6) months, and 
to forfeit to the United States his pay for the same period.” 

3. Private Charles H. Fairex, company G, 19th Infantry. 
Charge— “Theft, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—Did steal and carry away two blankets, valued 
at $7.86, the property of another soldier; at Fort Brown, 
Texas, March 17, 1882. 

Specification 2nd. —Did steal and carry away, and dispose of, one 
great coat, valued at $12.70, the property of another soldier; 
at Fort Brown, Texas, March 17, 1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first specification, “Not Guilty.” 

Of second specification, “Guilty except the words ‘did 
steal and cany away’ and ‘valued $12.70,’ of the 
excepted words ‘not guilty.” 

Of the charge “Guilty except the words ‘Theft in,’ of 
the excepted words ‘not guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of one month.” 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, January 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 3, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieu¬ 
tenant Colonel W. H. Brown, 1st Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant R. G. Armstrong, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Corporal Thomas Morgan, company D, 1st Infantry. 

Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification 1st.—While corporal of the post guard, did, through 
neglect and carelessness, suffer a prisoner to escane: at Fort 
Davis, Texas, March 13, 1882. 

Specification 2nd.— While corporal of the post guard, did accom¬ 
pany a shackled prisoner to the rear, without a sentinel, well 
knowing the standing orders requiring a shackled prisoner, 
when going to the rear, to be accompanied by a sentinel and 
a non-commissioned officer of the guard; at Fort Davis, 
Texas, March 13, 1882. 

Plea. —To first specification, “Guilty.” 

To second specification, “Not Guilty.” 

To charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be reduced to the ranks, and to forfeit to the 
United States ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly pay for two 






(2) months, and to be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard for the same period.” 

2. Private John F. Falvey, company E, 1st Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War. 

Specif cation 1st. —Absence without leave from revielle roll-call of 
his company; at Fort Davis, Texas, March 16, 1882. 

Specif cation 2nd. —Absence without leave from his guard mounting; 
at Fort Davis, Texas, March 16, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did refuse to obey the lawful order of his superior 
officer; at Fort Davis, Texas, March 16, 1882. 

Plea.—'To first charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“ To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars per 
month of his monthly pay for two (2) months, and to be confined at 
hard labor under charge of the guard for the same period.’ 

3. Private Joseph D. Cowie, company F, 1st Infantry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 

discipline.” 

Specif cation. —Did steal from the storeroom of his company one pair 
of buckskin pants, valued at $10.00, the private property of 
another soldier; at Fort Davis, Texas, December 28, 1881. 
Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding.—‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, and to be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard where his company be serving for the period of three (3) 
months.” 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Duncan, Texas, April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. SI, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry, is Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Edward G. D. Conyers, troop H, 8th Cavalry. 
Charge I.—“Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 38th Ar¬ 
ticle of War." 

Specif cation. —Was found drunk on his guard; at Fort Duncan. 

' T.-xas, March Hi. 1 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specif cation. —Did attempt to escape from confinement; at Fort 
Duncan, Texas, March 16, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Not Guiitjr.” 

To second charge ana specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of thirty (30) days and to forfeit ten dollars of his pay per month 
for two months.” 

2. Private Edward H. Eberle, company D, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge I.—“Sleeping on post in violation of the 39th Article of 

War.” 

Specification. —Was found asleep upon his post as a sentinel; in the 
field between Forts McIntosh and Duncan, Tex., Dec. 5,1881. 
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Charge II.—“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of 
War.” 

Specification. —Deserted in the field, between Forts McIntosh and 
Duncan, Texas, December 5, 1881, apprehended at Laredo, 
Texas, February 17, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge .and specification, “Not Guilty.” 

To second charge ana specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or which 
may become due him and to be confined at such place as the review¬ 
ing authority may direct for the period of two years.” 

3. Sergeant Jonas F. Royer, company F, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Neglect of duty, to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Being sergeant of the post guard, did, contrary to 
standing orders, permit a. general prisoner to be escorted to 
the rear by a single file of the guard, unaccompanied by a 
non-commissioned officer of the guard, through which negli¬ 
gence the said prisoner did escape; at Fort Duncan, Texas, 
April 10, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— To be reduced to the rank of a private soldier and 
to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his pay for the 
period of one (1) month.” 


IV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Mc- 
Kavett, Texas, March 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 24, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Captain D. M. Vance, 16th Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant T. C. Woodbury, 16th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Nicholas Lingfelte, company H, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 

discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Drunk and disorderly, and repeatedly pounding 
upon the kitchen door of his company after taps; at Fort 
McKavett, Texas, March 23,1882. 

Specification 2nd. —Drawing a large knife upon a sergeant, in the 
discharge of his duty to arrest said Lingfelte, and attempt¬ 
ing to stab, and continuing in his efforts to stab, the said 
sergeant until said knife was forcibly wrested from him; at 
Fort McKavett, Texas, March 23, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from tattoo roll-call of his 
company; at Fort McKavett, Texas, March 23, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

To second charge ana specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of six (6) months, and to forfeit to the United States eight (8) dol¬ 
lars of his pay for each month during the same period.’’ 

2. Private John Sullivan, company I, 16th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 

discipline.” 
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Specification. —Did steal one shawl, valued at $5.00, the property 
of Sergeant Dunn, company D, 16th Infantry; at Fort Mc- 
Kavett, Texas, March 17, 1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.—O f the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘Ser¬ 
geant Dunn’ and substituting therefor the words 
‘the wife of Sergeant Dunn’ and of the excepted 
words ‘not guilty’ and of the substituted words 
Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, to forfeit to the United States all pay and allotcances 
now due or that may become due, and to be confined in such prison 
as the reviewing authority may designate for the period of one year.” 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
ton, Texas, March 7, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 20, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Fergus Walker, 1st Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant J. J. O’Connell, 1st Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Private David Bogges, troop L, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found drunk on his guard; at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, night of March 17 and 18, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To be confined under charge of the guard, at the 
post where his company may be setring, for the period of three (3) 
months and to forfeit to the U. S. ten (10) dollars per month of his 
pay for that period.” 


YI. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Concho, Texas, March 28, 1882, pursuant to paragraph VI, Special 
Orders No. 29, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is President, and 
First Lieutenant J. T. Morrison, 10th Cavalry, is Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William Henri, troop F, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Concho, Texas, March 4, 1882, ap¬ 
prehended near Mason, Texas, March 7,1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” • 

Sentence. — “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allow¬ 
ances note due or that may become due, to be dishonorably discharged 
the United States service, and to be confined in such prison as the 
reviewing authority may direct for a period of two (2) years.” 

2. Private Cornelius Snoicden, troop M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Concho, Texas, March 4,1882, ap¬ 
prehended near Mason, Texas, March 7, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States all pay and allow¬ 
ances now due or that may become due, to be dishonorably discharged 
the United States service, and to be confined in such prison as the 
reviewing authority may direct for a period of two (2) years.” 
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VII. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates James Williams, company B, and Thomas Berry 
company C, 19th Infantry, Corporal Thomas Morgan, company D 
1st Infantry, Privates Nicholas Lingfelte, company H, 16th Infantry’ 
and David Bogges, troop L, 10th Cavalry, are approved, and the 
sentences will he executed. 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Private Charles H 
Fmrex, company G, 19th Infantry, are approved, subi'ect to the 
following remark: the pages of the record are not numbered (see 
A. R. 915). The findings and sentence are approved, and the sen¬ 
tence will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
J ohn F. Pal ret), company E, 1 st Infantry, are approved. The court 
does not assign any reason for the exercise of its leniency in award¬ 
ing so light a punishment for the offense found; but it is presumed 
that it took into consideration the arbitrary punishment illegally im¬ 
posed upon the prisoner while in confinement awaiting trial. The 
sentence is approved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Joseph D. Cowie, company F, 1st Infantry, are approved. The 
court failed to embrace in the sentence forfeiture of pay and allow¬ 
ances, which, by long usage and custom, has become the natural 
concomitant of a sentence of dishonorable discharge. As it was 
impracticable to return the case to the court for reconsideration of 
the sentence, the sentence, subject to the foregoing remarks, is ap¬ 
proved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Edward G. D. Congers, troop H, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The 
sentence, though inadequate for the offenses of which he was found 
guilty, is approved. The sentence is confirmed, and will be ex¬ 
ecuted. 


In the foregoing case of Private Edward II. Eberle, company D, 
22nd Infantry, it does not appear of record that the prisoner under¬ 
stood the import of his plea of “guilty” to the charge of desertion 
as required under the orders of the Secretary of War, published in 
General Orders No. 91, series of 1881, Headquarters of the Army, 
Adjutant General’s Office. The proceedings were returned to the 
court inviting attention to this omission; and received back with 
the statement that the court and the judge advocate had, during 
’ the proceedings, taken no formal steps to ascertain the prisoner’s 
understanding of his plea, that, therefore, no amendment of the 
record could be made, and that the prisoner was a man of more 
than ordinary^understanding, and thoroughly understood his ac¬ 
tion. With this exception, the proceedings are approved. The 
findings and sentence are approved. On account of the long period 
ot confinement suffered while awaiting trial, one month of the im¬ 
prisonment awarded by the court is remitted. The sentence, as 
mitigated, is confirmed and will be executed. The Leavenworth 
Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as theplace of his confine¬ 
ment. Convict Eberle will he held at Fort Duncan, Texas, until 
further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Sergeant Jonas F. Roger, company F, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 
On account of the prisoner’s good character, six members of the 
court recommended the accused to the clemency of the reviewing 
authority; but the leniency of the court, in awarding so light a 
punishment for the offense found, does not warrant mitigation of 
the sentence. The sentence is confirmed, and will he executed. 





[ 7 ] 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John Sullivan, company I, 16th Infantry, are approved. 
The period of his confinement is reduced to six months, to be un¬ 
dergone at Fort McKavett, Texas. As mitigated, the sentence will 
be executed. 

In the foregoing cases of Privates Williant Henri, troop F, and 
Cornelius Snowden, troop M, 10th Cavalry, it did not appear of 
record that the plea of “guilty” to the charge of desertion was un¬ 
derstood by the prisoners as an acknowledgement of their intention 
to desert, as required by General Orders No. 91, series of 1881, 
Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant General’s Office. The pro¬ 
ceedings were therefore returned to the court with instructions that 
“if the prisoners were instructed, before arraignment, as to the 
import of their plea, the record in each case should be corrected by 
setting forth that fact in additional proceedings;” whereupon the 
court, without stating whether or not the prisoners had been so in¬ 
structed, proceeded to call them before it and interrogated them as 
to their understanding of their plea. The questions and answers 
were recorded and submitted in additional proceedings, and the 
court, without having previously reconsidered its findings and sen¬ 
tence, stated that it adhered to the same. 

The court erred in reopening the cases. It had no authority to 
call the prisoners for examination; the terms of its instructions did 
not contemplate or necessitate such a course; and the findings and 
sentences were not called into question. The error committed, how¬ 
ever, does not affect the validity of the prior proceedings and the 
conclusion of the court thereon. 

With the exception of the irregularity mentioned, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. The findings and sentences are approved, and 
the sentences will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of their confinement. Convicts 
Henri and Snowden will be held at Fort Concho, Texas, until fur¬ 
ther orders. 

By o rider of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 














CASES TRIED. 


At Fobt Brown, Texas. 

Private John Farrell .Company C, 19th Infantry. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

1. Private William Davis. Troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private James Gould .Company I, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private Benjamin Y. Ubil.Troop H, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Sergeant Benjamin C. Mosby.Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort McKavett, Texas. 

Private Edward Jack. Company D, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

Private John Corrigan . Company H, 19th Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 27,1882. 
General Court Martial 1 
Orders No. 10. I 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown. 
Texas. March 24, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 27, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain J. H. Bradford, 19th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private John Farrell, company C, 19th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the :12nd Article of War.” 

Specif ration. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
from about 12 o’clock, m., March 13, 1882, until about 11 
o’clock, a. m.. March 17, 1882; at Fort Brown, Texas. 

Plea. —To specification, “Guilty except the words ‘about 12 
o’clock m.’ substituting for these words ‘just before 
retreat roll call.’ ” 

To charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of specification. “Guilty except the words ‘about 12 
m.' and substituting therefor the words ‘just before 
retreat roll call. ’ of the excepted words Not Guilty.” 
Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To he confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may he serving for the period 
of tiro (2) months, and to forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his 
pay for the same period.” 
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II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17. 1832, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private William Dams, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Did sell, and through neglecl lose, one Springfield 
carbine, valued at $13.75, one jointed ramrod, valued at 60 
cents, and one headless shell extractor, valued at 30 cents; 
the property of the United States; at Fort Clark, Texas, 
March 14, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 30th Article of War.” 
Specification .— Did leave his post, as a Sentinel, before being reg¬ 
ularly relieved; at Fort Clark, Texas, March 14, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, March 14, 1882; ap¬ 
prehended about two miles south of Fort Clark, Texas, March 
15, 1882. 

Charge IV.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did steal, embezzle, knowingly and willfully misap¬ 
propriate and apply to his own use, one surcingle, one sad¬ 
dle cloth, and one watering bridle, total value, $4.09, the 
property of the United States; at Fort Clark, Texas, March 
14, 1882. 

Charge V.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification .—Did feloniously take, steal, and appropriate to his 
own use, one horse, valued at $40.00, the property of one 
Leonidas S. Lytle; at Fort Clark, Texas, March 14, 1882. 

Charge VI.—“Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did quit his guard without leave; at Fort Clark, 
Texas, March 14, 1882. 

Plea. —To specification first charge, “Guilty, except of the words 
‘sell and,’ and of the excepted words Not Guilty." 

To first charge, “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To specification third charge, “Not Guilty of desertion 
but Guilty of absence without leave.” 

To third charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To fourth and fifth charges and specifications, “Not 
Guilty.” 

To sixth charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of specification first charge, “Guilty except of the 
words ‘sell and’ and of the excepted words Not 
Guilty.” 

Of first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of second charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of specification third charge, “Guilty, except of the 
words ‘a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the 
United States did desert the said service at Fort 
Clark Texas on the 14th day of March 1882 and 
did thereafter remain so absent from the said ser¬ 
vice’substituting therefor the words ‘did without 
permission from his commanding officer absent him¬ 
self from his company and post on the 14th day of 
March 1882 and did remain so absent’ of the ex- 
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cepted words Not Guilty and of the substituted 
words Guilty.” . , 

Of third charge, ‘‘Not Guilty but Guilty of violation 
of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Of specification fourth charge, “Guilty, except ot the 
words ‘knowingly and willfully’ and of the excepted 
words Not Guilty.” 

Of fourth charge, “Guilty.” ,, 

Of fifth and sixth charges and specifications, Guilty. 
Sentence. —“To suffer a stoppage of one dollar and fifty ceids 
and to be dishonorablg discharged the service of the ^mted-SMes 
forfeiting all »((’/ and allowances due him and to be confined at ha d 
f SoXsuch P piL as the reviewing officer may direct for the period 

^2 <M Pnva teJames Gould, company 1, 2‘2nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 31st Article ot vvar. 

Specification. —Did lie out of Ins quarters without leave; at Toit 
Clark, Texas, March 22, 1882. „ ,, 

Charge II.— “Violation ot the 32nd Article of War. 

Specification 1st— Absence without leave from his company, from 
' -12 o’clock, m„ March 22, 1882, to 9 o’clock, a. m„ March 23, 

1882; at Fort Clark, Texas. „ ,_ 

Specification 2nd — Absence without leave from his company, from 
-^12 o’clock, m., March 27, 1882, to 9 o’clock, a. m„ March 30, 
1882; at Fort Clark, Texas. „ 

Charge III—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War 
Specification Jrt.—Absence without leave from his guardmounting; 

at Fort Clark, Texas, March 23, 1882. 

Specification 2nd.— Absence without leave from his fatigue part} ; 
at Fort Clark, Texas, March 27, 1S&2. „ 

Ple a —To first and second charges and specifications Guilt}. 

To first specification third charge, “Not Guilty. 

To second specification third charge, “Guilty. 

To third charge, “Guilty.” . 

Finding.— Of first and second charges and specifications, 

Of first specification third charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Of second specification third charge, “Guilty. 

Of third charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —"To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be seiring for t**!*"™ 
of four (i) months and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dol¬ 
lars of his monthly pay for the same period. 

Ill Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Duncan, Texas. April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph Hr. Specia 
Orders No. 33, current senes, from these headquarters, and ot 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J-Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent. and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wii.ls, 22nd Infantry, is Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Benjamin V. Ubil troop H, 8thCavalry. 

Charge I—"Violation of the 38th Article ot M ar. 

Specification —Was found drunk at morning stables of his troop; 
' Tt Fort Duncan, Texas, March 26 1882. „ 

Charge II.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of V ar. 
Specification. —Disobeying the lawful order of his first s^ge^t at 
1 ' morning stables; at Fort Duncan, Texas, March 26, 1882. 
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Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 
Finding.— “Guilty. ” 
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confined at hard labor in such military prison as the reviewing au¬ 
thority may direct for the period of four (4) years.” 


VI. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, April 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 41, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major R. H. Offley, 19th Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant A. H. M. Taylor, 19th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Private John Corrigan, company H, 19th Infantry. 

Chaiige I.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Turn specifications. —While a prisoner, did refuse to go to work, 
pleading sickness, and, after being examined by the post 
surgeon and declared not to be sick, did again refuse to go 
to work; at Fort Ringgold, Texas, March 27, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 
Specification. —Disobedience of a lawful order of his superior officer; 
at Fort Ringgold, Texas, March 27, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.’ 

Finding.—G uilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to be¬ 
come due him; and to be confined in such military prison as the 
reviewing authority may direct, for the period of two (2) years.” 


VII. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates John Farrell, company C, 19th Infantry, James 
Gould, company I, 22nd Infantry, and Benjamin Y. Ubil , troop H, 
8th Cavalry, are approved, and the sentences will be executed. 

In the foregoing case of Private William Davis, troop G, 8th 
Cavalry, the prosecution, in the first part of the proceedings, ille¬ 
gally instituted an inquiry into the character of the prisoner, but 
elicited no material testimony; the Judge Advocate is not allowed 
to produce evidence as to bad character unless the prisoner has 
produced evidence of good character. With the exception of this 
irregularity, the proceedings are approved. 

The findings upon the first, second and third charges, and the 
specifications thereto, are approved. 

The prosecution failed to introduce any testimony that the prop¬ 
erty enumerated in the specification to the fourth charge was ille¬ 
gally taken by the prisoner, or that it ever had been intrusted or 
issued to him. The findings upon the fourth charge and specifica¬ 
tion are disapproved. 

The only evidence adduced by the prosecution, bearing upon the 
allegations contained in the specification of the fifth charge, is the 
testimony of Sergeant Clark, to the effect that when he apprehend¬ 
ed the prisoner the latter had a horse or pony in his possession 
which the witness recognized and thought that it belonged to Far¬ 
rier Lytle. This is insufficient to warrant the finding of guilty. 
The findings upon the fifth charge and its specification are disap¬ 
proved. 

The findings to the sixth charge and its specification are ap¬ 
proved. 

The action of the court in awarding, under the findings upon the 
first charge and specification, a stoppage of only $1.50 seems to be 
accounted for by the evidence submitted of the recovery of all the 
articles except the waistbelt. 
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The provision in the sentence for dishonorable discharge is dis¬ 
approved; Only so much of the remainder of the sentence as ad¬ 
mits of confinement at hard labor, under charge of the guard at 
the station of his troop, for six months, with forfeiture of $10.00 
per month of his pay during confinement, is approved; as approved, 
the sentence is confirmed and will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Sergeant Benjamin C. Mosby, troop F, 8th Cavalry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military 
Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of his confinement. Con¬ 
vict Mosby will be held at Fort McIntosh, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Edward Jack, company D, 16th Infantry, are approved. The sen¬ 
tence, except so much thereof as imposes confinement for more than 
two years, is approved; as thus approved, it will be executed. The 
Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place 
of his confinement. Convict Jack will be held at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
John Corrigan, company H, 19th Infantry, are approved. This 
being a case demanding discipline rather than removal from the 
service, the provision in the sentence for dishonorable discharge is 
disapproved. So much of the remainder of the sentence as admits 
of confinement for eight months and forfeiture of $10.00 per month 
of his pay during confinement is approved; as thus approved, the 
sentence will be executed at the station of his company. 

By order oe Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Brown, Texas. 


Private Francis H. Hull 


. Troop I, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 


Private Henry Clifford. 


.Troop L, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 


Private John Wright 


Company A, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 


Private John Higgins. 


.Troop H, 8th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 5,1882. 


General Court Martial 


Orders No. 11. f 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas. March 24, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No 27. current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain J. H. Bradford. 19th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is Judge Advocate, was 

arraigned and tried: 

Private Francis H. Hull, troop I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War." 
Specification. —Did sell, and through neglect lose, articles of his 
' clothing, valued at $35.23; at Fort Brown, Texas, March 
16, 1882. 

Charge II.— “Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 

Sued fi cat ion. —Did quit his stable guard without leave; at Fort 
Brown. Texas, April 6, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined ai hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving, for the period 
'of six (fi) months, and to suffer a stoppage of one half of his cur¬ 
rent pay per month, until the entire stoppage amounts to thirty fire 
dollars and twenty three cents ($35.23) the total amount of the value 
of the articles lost or stolen.” 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas. April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
37 current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E ’w Smith, 22nd Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant 
M C Martin, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, was arraigned 
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Specification -Absence without leave from his troop and post 

H 1832 ’ 1010 A - ^ mSS 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sen-tence.— “To he confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his troop may be serving, for the ieriod of 
period ’' moriths ’t° r f eitm a ten (10) dollars per month,for the Lie 

p B £ foi ' e a ,T Gei l er (o Partial which convened at Fort 

Concho, Texas, March 28, 1882, pursuant to paragraph VI Special 

wVilnvf Mo° ; 2 n i? r M nt T series ’ f ™ m these headquarters,’ and of 
wmch Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is President Qnd 
Adl L r tenant J ' T - Morrison, Adjutant 10th Cavalry, is Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Pnvate John Wright, company A, 16th Infantry. 
discipline^’ 1 ' Theft ' t0 the P re J udice of Rood order and mihtary 
Specification.— Did feloniously steal, and carry away, one pig skin 
saddk, valued at $12, the property of another pers?n, at 

S»pu? c «S’.IidT^E nl I5 ' &2 '“ d did 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. Did sell, and through neglect lose, articles of his 
1882 mg ’ Va UeC * at at Fort Concho, Texas, April 17, 
Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

n^ZT C f~“ T °J'°l feit t0 ! he UnHed States aU l>av and allow- 
chn fjf ll dlte 0r th fii m rr hec ! ,me due > to t>e dishonorably dis- 
tTs!fZil Serm - e °- le 1 { mte ' 1 States ’ a,ld t0 he confined in such 
pnson as the reviewing authority may direct for two (2) years.” 


IV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort 
OrderTko 6 ^!’ Apn 1°’ 18 - 82, ?. ursuant to Paragraph IV, Special 
wh eh TjfntB 3 ’ c f ur p e f 1 s f r f S ’ T h;om these headquarters, and of 
W Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is Presi- 
dent and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry, is Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: J M 

Private John Higgins, troop H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 20th Article*of War ” 
Specification. Disrespect towards his commanding officer- at Fort 
Duncan, Texas, March 12, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 
Specification.- Did offer violence to his superior officer; at Fort 

Duncan, Texas, March 12, 1882 . ’ 

Charge HI.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 7 

Specification.— Did create a disturbance in his troop quarters, and 
use disrespectful language towards his troop commander, in 
the Presence of members of his troop; at Fort Duncan, 
lexas, March 12,1882. 

Plea.—T o first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification, “Not Guilty ” 
io third charge and specification, “Guilty.” 
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Finding. —Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of specification second charge “Guilty, excepting the 
words ‘did offer violence to his superior officer 
Captain H. J. Farnsworth, 8th Cavalry,’ and sub¬ 
stituting therefor the words ‘did in the presence 
of Captain H. J. Farnsworth, 8th Cavalry,' and 
excepting the words ‘by assuming,’ and substitu¬ 
ting therefor the word ‘assume, and excepting 
the words ‘as though to strike said superior offi¬ 
cer,’ and of the excepted words Not Guilty.” 

Of second charge “Not Guilty of the charge as laid, 
but Guilty of ‘Conduct to the prejudice of good 
order and military discipline in violation of the 
62nd Article of War.' ’’ 

Of third charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —‘' To be confined at hard labor at the post where his 
troop mail be serving for the period of six (6) months, carrying a 
ball and chain, for the same period, attached to his left ley at the 
ankle, the ball to weigh at least twelve (12) pounds and the chain to 
measure four (4) feet, and to forfeit to the United States leu (10) 
dollars of his pay per month for the same period." 


V. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates Francis H. Hull, troop I, and Henry Clifford. 
troop L, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and tne sentences will be exe- 
cuted. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
John Wright, company A, 16th Infantry, are approved. The sen¬ 
tence, except so much thereof as imposes confinement for more 
than one year, is approved, and, as thus approved, will be executed. 
The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as tin- 
place of his confinement. Convict Wriyht will be held at Fort 
Concho, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
John Higgins, troop H. 8th Cavalry, are approved. The sentence, 
except so much thereof as provides for the carrying of a ball and 
chain during confinement, is approved; as thus approved, the 
sentence will be executed. 

By ordek of Brigadier Generai, Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 










CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

1. Private Charles Parrel.Troop G, Sth Cavalry. 

2. Private Patrick Kellv.Troop G, Sth Cavalry 

3. Private Hurbert McGlinn.Company G, 22nd Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 17,1882. 
General Court Martial [ 

Orders No. 12. 1 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private Charles Farrel, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did sell, or through neglect lose, articles of his 
clothing, valued at $6.33; at Fort Clark, Texas, between 
April ll and 28, 1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “ To suffer a stoppage of two dollars and ninety two 
cents (82.92) of his pay for one month, and to be confined at hard 
labor under charge of the guard at the post where his company may 
be serving for two months.” 

2. Private Patrick Kelly, troop G, Sth Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —While a sentinel, did lie down on his post; at Fort 
Clark, Texas, May 1, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his troop may be sen ing for the period of 
thirty days, forfeiting ten dollars of his pay. The court is thus 
lenient oil account of the youth and inexperience of the prisoner 
and his otherwise good character as shown by the testimony. ” 

3. Private Hurbert McGlinn, company G, ‘22nd Infantry. 
Charge I.—“Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 38th Ar¬ 
ticle of War." 

Specification. —Was found drunk on his guard; at camp near Pe¬ 
cos River, Texas, April 19, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did, by challenging and aiming a loaded rifle, at 
full cock, threaten to shoot a member of the guard; at camp 
on Pecos River, Texas, April 19, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of tne 40th Article of War.” 
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Specification .—Quitting his guard without leave; at camp on Pecos 
River, Texas, April 19, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the first and second charges and specifications, 
“Guilty.” 

Of the third charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may di¬ 
rect for the period of one (1) year.” 


II. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Private Charles Farrel, troop G, 8th Cavalry, are approved. 
The action of the court in awarding, under its findings, a stoppage 
of only $2.92 seems to be accounted for by the evidence submitted 
of the recovery of the blouse, valued at $3.41. The sentence will 
be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Patrick Kelly, troop G, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and the 
sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Hurbert McGlinn, company G, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 

The provision in the sentence for dishonorable discharge is dis¬ 
approved; so much of the remainder of the sentence as admits of 
confinement at hard labor, at the station of his company, for the 
period of five months, with forfeiture of $10.00 of his pay per month 
during confinement, is approved, and, as thus approved, the sen¬ 
tence will be executed. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private William McClurg.Troop A, 7th Cavalry. 


x At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

Trumpeter Stephen Howard. Troop G, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 24,1882. 
General Court Martial | 

Orders No. 13. 1 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Dun¬ 
can, Texas, April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 33, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private William McClurg, troop A, 7th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort A. Lincoln, D. T., March 22,1878, 
surrendered himself at Fort Duncan, Texas, March 9, 1882. 
Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.' ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or 
to become due him and to be confined at such place as the reviewing 
authority may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
ton, Texas, March 7. 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 20, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Fergus Walker, 1st Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant J. J. O’Connell, 1st Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Trumpeter Stephen Howard, troop G, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Did refuse to obey a lawful order of his first ser¬ 
geant; at Fort Stockton, Texas, March 27, 1882. 
Specification 2nd. —Resisting arrest, seizing a loaded revolver and 
pointing it at a sergeant in a threatening manner until dis¬ 
armed; at Fort Stockton, Texas, March 27, 1882. 
Specification 3rd. —Making a false statement to his first sergeant, 
to evade drill with his troop; at Fort Stockton, Texas, March 
27, 1882. 

Plea.—T o first specification "Not Guilty.” 

To second specification “ Guilty, except the words “ did 
refuse to do so,” and “ he would rather die and go to 
hell, than go to the guardhouse ” and of the excepted 
^ words “ Not Guilty.” 

To third specification “Guilty." 
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Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard where his company mag be serving for the period of six (6) 
months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month of his pay for the 
same period.” 


III. In the foregoing case of Private William McClurg, troop A, 
7th Cavalry, it appears in the record that “the prisoner was duly 
sworn and made the following statement in his own behalf.” The 
act of Congress, permitting accused parties to testify as witnesses 
before military courts, expressly states that “ the person charged 
shall, at his own request, but not otherwise, be a competent wit¬ 
ness.” It is, therefore, evident that in such case the record should 
show affirmatively that the prisoner was sworn at his own request. 

The administration of an oath to a prisoner, when he simply 
desires to submit a verbal or written statement to the court, is not 
proper, and the submission of such a statement is not a legitimate 
exercise of the privilege to testify, conferred by the statute cited; 
nor should such statement be admitted in evidence by the court. 

A party, testifying under this act, has no exceptional status or 
privilege; he must take the stand and be subject to cross-examina¬ 
tion, like other witnesses. 

Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are approved; the 
findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be exe¬ 
cuted. The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated 
as the place of his confinement. Convict McClurg will be held at 
Fort Duncan, Texas, until further orders. 

In the foregoing case of Trumpeter Stephen Howard, troop G, 
10th Cavalry, the record fails to show that the prisoner plead to the 
charge, upon which he was arraigned and of which he was found 
guilty. The proceedings were returned to the court for explana¬ 
tion and correction, but, on account of the absence of the judge 
advocate, no action could be taken. The proceedings, being fatally 
defective, are disapproved. Trumpeter Howard will be released 
from confinement and restored to duty. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 


1. Pvivate Stephen Boardley_ 

2. Private Edward Kost . 

3. Private James Shepherd .. 



HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS. 

San Antonio, Texas, May 29 , 1882 . 


General Court-Martial 
Orders No. 14. 


I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, March 28, 1882, pursuant to paragraph VI. Special 
Orders No. 29, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
First Lieutenant J. T. Morrison, Adjutant 10th Cavalry, is judge 
advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Stephen Boardley , troop E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did, at Fort Concho, Texas, April 5, 1882. in collu¬ 
sion with Privates James Shepherd and Edward Kost, com¬ 
pany B, 16th Infantry, steal, and wrongfully or knowingly 
dispose of, to certain citizens in the town of San Angela, 
Texas, two saddle blankets, valued at $8.49, each, the prop¬ 
erty of the United States. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did, at Fort Concho, Texas, April 5, 1882. in collu¬ 
sion with Privates James Shepherd and Edward Kost. com¬ 
pany B, 16th Infantry, take, steal and carry away, and un¬ 
lawfully dispose of, to certain citizens in the town of San 
Angela, Texas, two blankets, valued at $3.93, each, the 
property of another soldier. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Absence without leave from his troop and post, at 
Fort Concho, Texas, from 9 p. m., April 5, 1882, to 9 a. m.. 
next day. 

Plea. —To first and second charges and specifications “Not 
Guilty.” 

To third charge and specification “ Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To he dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that may 
become due, and to be confined at such place as the proper authority 
may direct for the period of one year. 

2. Private Edward Kost, company B, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification— Did, at Fort Concho, Texas, April 5, 1882, in collu¬ 
sion with Privates James Shepherd, company B, 16th In¬ 
fantry, and Stephen Boardley, troop E, 10th Cavalry, steal, 
and wrongfully or knowingly dispose of, to certain citizens 
in the town of San Angela, Texas, two saddle blankets, 
valued at $3.49, each, the property of the United States. 











Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did, at Fort Concho, Texas, April 5, 1882, in collu¬ 
sion with Privates Janies Shepherd, company B, 16th In¬ 
fantry, and Stephen Boardley, troop E, 10th Cavalry, take, 
steal and carry away, and unlawfully dispose of, to certain 
citizens in the town of San Angela, Texas, two blankets, 
valued at $8.98, each, the property of another soldier. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
at Fort Concho, Texas, from 9 p. m., April 5,1882, to reveille 
next day. 

Plea. —To first and second charges and specifications “Not 
Guilty.” 

To third charge and specification “ Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first and second charges and specifications “ Not 
Guilty.” 

Of third charge and specification “ Guilty.” 

Sentence.— “ To forfeit to the United States five (5) dollars of 
his pay and to he confined at hard labor in charge of the post guard 
for the period of ten (10) days.” 

8. Private James Shepherd, company B, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did, at Fort Concho, Texas, April 5, 1882, in collu¬ 
sion with Privates Edward Kost, company B, 16th Infantry, 
and Stephen Boardley, troop E, 10th Cavalry, steal, and 
wrongfully or knowingly dispose of, to certain citizens in the 
town of San Angela, Texas, two saddle blankets, valued at 
$3.49, each, the property of the United States. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification.—Did, at Fort Concho, Texas, April 5, 1882, in collu¬ 
sion with Privates Edward Kost, company B, 16th Infantry, 
and Stephen Boardley, troop E, 10th Cavalry, take, steal 
and carry away, and unlawfully dispose of, to certain citi¬ 
zens in the town of San Angela, Texas, two blankets, valued 
at $3.93, each, the property of another soldier. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
at Fort Concho, Texas, from 9 p. m., April 5, 1882, to 10 a. 
m., next day. 

Plea. —To first and second charges and specifications “ Not 
Guilty.” 

To third charge and specification “ Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or that 
may become due and to be confined at hard labor at such place as 
the reviewing authority may direct for one year.” 


II. In the foregoing cases of Privates Stephen Boardley, troop 
E, 10th Cavalry, Edward Kost, and James Shepherd, company B, 
16th Infantry, errors were committed by the prosecution in intro¬ 
ducing, and by the court in admitting, hearsay testimony as to the 
sale, by some of the prisoners to certain citizens, of the blankets 
charged to have been stolen. The cases were not thoroughly tried. 

Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are confirmed. 

In the case of Private Kost, on account of contradictory testimo¬ 
ny, the court seems to have given him the benefit of a doubt in its 






findings upon the first and second charges and their specifications. 
The findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
executed. 

In the cases of Privates Boardley and Shepherd, the prosecution 
failed to establish, beyond a reasonable doubt, the connection of 
Private Kost with the thefts alleged; that portion of the findings, 
therefore, as relates to him, in each case, is disapproved. The pro¬ 
secution further failed to introduce any testimony as to the then of 
more than one saddle blanket; so much, therefore, as relates to 
more than one saddle blanket in the findings upon the specification 
to the first charge, in each case, is disapproved. The remainder 
of the findings upon the charges and their specifications, is ap¬ 
proved; the sentences are approved and will be executed. The 
Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of 
confinement in the cases of convicts Stephen Boardley and James 
Shepherd; they will be held at Fort Concho, Texas, until further 
orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 













CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Brown. Texas. 

1. Private George Stewart .Company B, 19th Infantry. 

2. Private George S. Fletcher.Company D, 19th Infantry. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Thomas McCarthy.Troop G, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 


1. Private Benjamin H. Daniels 

2. Private Joseph F. Dixon. 

3. Private Eloil Boll . 

4. Private Jack A. Heiss. 


.Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

-Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Company A, 19th Infantry. 
Company A, 19th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 1,1882. 
General Court-Martial { 

Orders No. 15. j 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, March 24, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 27, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain J. H. Bradford, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private George Stewart, company B, 19th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd 
Article of War.” 

Specification .—Absence without leave from his company, at Fort 
Brown, Texas, from March 13 to evening of March 17,1882. 

Charge II.—“Theft, in violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Did steal, and wrongfully dispose of, articles of 
clothing, the property of the United States, and intended for 
the military service thereof, viz: 12 pairs trowsers, made, 
value $36.60 ; 2 pairs trowsers, unmade, value $4.60; 9 shirts, 
grey, value $11.25; 4 pairs drawers, value $2.48; 4 pairs 
gloves, Berlin, value 52 cents; 21 undershirts, value $15.96; 
13 pairs boots, value $37.05; 15 pairs shoes, value $27.30; 2 
rubber blankets, value $2.26; 3 pairs stockings, value 63 cts.; 
15 blouses, lined, value $51.15; total value, $186.80; at Fort 
Brown, Texas, about March 10, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

To specification second charge “Guilty” except the 
words ‘Two pairs trowsers (unmade) value $4.60.’ 

To second charge “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

Of specification second charge “Guilty” except the 
words ‘two pairs trowsers (unmade) value $4.60' 
and ‘total value $186.80’ substituting for these 
latter words ‘total value $182.20.’ ” Of the ex¬ 
cepted words “Not Guilty.” Of the substituted 
words “Guilty.” 















Of second charge “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
post guard, at the post where his company mag be serving for the 
period of six (6) months and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) 
dollars of his pay per month for the period of one year and six 
months.” “The court is thus lenient on account of the voluntary 
return and confession of the accused when he was safe from pur¬ 
suit and not suspected." 

2. Private George S. Fletcher, company D, 19th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did willfully disobey a lawful order of his superior 
officer; at Fort Brown, Texas, April 8, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Absence without leave from his company and post, 
at Fort Brown, Texas, from 10:30 p. m., April 8, 1882, to 8 
a. m„ April 9, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from reveille roll-call of his 
company; at Fort Brown, Texas, April 9, 1882. 

Charge IV.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, and lose through neglect, articles of his 
clothing, valued at $6.04, at Fort Brown, Texas, April 8, 
1882. 

Plea. —To first, second and third charges and specifications 
“Guilty.” 

To specification of fourth charge “Guilty except the 
word ‘sell. 1 ” 

To fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first, second and third charges and specifications 
“Guilty.” 

Of specification fourth charge “Guilty except the 
words ‘sell and,’ of the excepted words “Not 
Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of fourth charge “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving, for the period 
of two (2) months, and to suffer a stoppage of his pay of six (6) 
dollars and four (4) cents the value of the clothing lost.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 

Private Thomas McCarthy, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, May 9, 1882, appre¬ 
hended near Eagle Pass Junction, Texas, May 9, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification “Guilty, except the words ‘hav¬ 
ing been duly enlisted in the service of the United 
States, did desert said service’ substituting there¬ 
for the words ‘did without proper permission absent 
himself from his company and post,’ of the excepted 






words “Not Guilty,” of the substituted words 
“Guilty.” 

Of the charge “Not Guilty” but “Guilty” of absence 
without leave. 

Sentence. —“ To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company mag be serving for the period 
of one month forfeiting ten dollars per month for the same period.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, April 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 37. current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major S. S. Sumner, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant 
G. K. Spencer, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private Benjamin H. Daniels, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.—“V iolation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification .— Was found drunk while on duty as mounted mail 
carrier, in the town of Laredo, Texas, May 13, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.—“G uilty.” 

Sentence. —“ Toforfeit to the United States six dollars and fifty 
cents, per month, of his monthly pay for three months, and to be 
confined at hard labor at the post of his troop for the same period.” 

2. Private Joseph F. Dixon, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.—‘ ‘Desertion.' ’ 

Specification .— Deserted at Fort McIntosh, Texas, April 12, 1882, 
apprehended at Laredo, Texas, May 5, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.—‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“ To forfeit to the U.S. all jxiyand allowances now 
due or to become due, to be dishonorably discharged the service, and 
to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as the proper 
authority may direct for the period of four (4) years.” 

3. Private Eloil Boll, company A, 19th Infantry. 

Charge.—“D esertion. ” 

Specification . —Deserted at Fort McIntosh. Texas, December 22, 
1881, surrendered at same place May 16, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.—G uilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances that are, or may 
become, due him and to be confined at hard labor at such military 
prison as the proper authority may direct for the period of two 
years.” 

4. Private Jack A. Heiss, company A, 19th Infantry, 

Charge.—“V iolation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification .— Was found sleeping upon his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort McIntosh, Texas, morning of May 21, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty. ’ ’ 

Finding.—“G uilty.” 

Sentence. — il To forfeit to the U. S. ten dollars per mouth of 
his jray for six months, and to be confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard at the post where his company may be stationed 
for the same period.” 
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IV. The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Pri¬ 
vate George Stewart, company B, 19th Infantry, are approved. 

The sentence awarded was not considered commensurate with 
the offense found; the proceedings, therefore, were returned to the 
court for reconsideration in this particular, hut it saw fit to adhere 
to its original sentence. 

No evidence was introduced in the case. The reasons, advanced 
for leniency, appear in the unsupported written statement of the 
prisoner, and this statement fails to show the import of the con¬ 
fession the prisoner claims to have made to Captain Lyster. To 
assert such reasons judicially, as facts, requires evidence beyond 
the mere assertions of an accused party; it is, therefore, just to 
assume that the members of the court must have permitted' them¬ 
selves to be influenced by considerations flowing from information 
obtained aliunde, as to the circumstances surrounding the case be¬ 
fore them. 

The court failed in its duty when it awarded so light a punish¬ 
ment for the offense of which it found the prisoner guilty. Re¬ 
pentance, however rapidly following, is too late to amend or excuse 
a crime fully committed. A confessed thief is surely not a proper 
associate for honest men; the maintenance of discipline and 
morale demanded the criminal’s removal from the service. 

The sentence imposed is neither calculated to reform the offender 
nor to deter others from crime. In order, however, that the crimi¬ 
nal may not escape all punishment, the Department Commander 
is constrained to confirm the sentence, and it will be executed. 

In the foregoing case of Private George S. Fletcher, company D, 
19th Infantry, the record of the pleas of the prisoner and of the find¬ 
ings of the court showed that he plead to, and was found guilty of, 
one specification and a charge which did not appear among the 
charges and specifications upon which the proceedings recited that 
he was arraigned. An examination of the original charges and spec¬ 
ifications showed that a clerical error had been committed in copy¬ 
ing them into the record: the specification to the third charge and 
the fourth charge having been omitted. The proceedings were re¬ 
turned to the court for amendment in additional proceedings, but, 
instead of leaving the error, as originally recorded, and making 
the correction as directed, it ordered the judge advocate to rectify 
the error by rewriting the incorrect portion; he complied there¬ 
with and substituted the new writing for the erroneous part of the 
original record. The court erred in this respect; the mutilation of 
the original proceedings was irregular and improper. 

The additional proceedings of the court are not signed by its 
presiding officer. 

The proceedings are disapproved. 

(Orders have already been issued for the release of the prisoner.) 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the case of Private 
Thomas McCarthy, troop G, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and the 
sentence will be executed. 

In the foregoing cases of Privates Benjamin H. Daniels and 
Joseph F. Dixon, troop F, 8th Cavalry, Eloil Boll and Jack A. 
Heiss, company A, 19th Infantry, the records do not show by 
whom the charges were preferred, as required by General Orders 
No. 19, 1875, Department of Texas. Subject to these remarks, the 
proceedings are approved. The findings and sentences, in each case, 
are approved, and the sentences in the cases of Privates Benjamin 
H. Daniels and Eloil Boll will be executed. 





In the case of Private Joseph F. Dixon, the term of confinement 
is reduced to two years, and, as thus mitigated, the sentence will 

^Ii^the'case of Private Jack A. Heiss, the members of the court 
having recommended the prisoner to clemency of the reviewing 
authority, on account of his good character, as testified to by his 
company commander, three months of the confinement, and ot the 
forfeiture accompanying it, are remitted; as mitigated, the sen¬ 
tence will be executed. . _ . . . . , ,, 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement in the cases of convicts Joseph F. Dixon and 
Eloil Boll ; they will be held at Fort McIntosh, Texas, until further 
orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

CUstAsfc 



Assistant Adjutant General. 











CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

1. Sergeant Frank Moore.Troop E, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private John J. Connolly. Troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

3. Private John Navritil.Company I, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Private James Snyder.Troop C, 10th Cavalry. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Sergeant John Kennedy. Company F, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Stockton, Texas. 

Private Louis Sanders.Troop B, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 5,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 16. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Claife, 
Texas, April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Sergeant Frank Moore, troop E, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —While first sergeant of his troop, having neglected 
certain police duties, and being directed by his troop com¬ 
mander to have the same done without delay, did still neglect 
the same, and, when reprimanded by his troop commander 
for said neglect, did ask to be relieved from the duties of 
first sergeant and did tender his resignation as a non-com¬ 
missioned officer, thereby showing a spirit of insubordina¬ 
tion at the action of his troop commander: at Fort Clark. 
Texas, May 21, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of 
his pay.’' 

2. Private John J. Connolly, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did sell, or through neglect lose, articles of his 
clothing, valued at $19.54; at Fort Clark, Texas, May 23, 
1882. 

Charge II.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 33rd 
Article of War.” 
















Specification 1st— Absence without leave from reveille roll-call and 
morning stable duty; at Fort Clark, Texas, May 16, 1882. 
Specification 2nd— Absence without leave from afternoon stable 
duty; at Fort Clark, Texas, May 23, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —‘ ‘ To suffer a stoppage not to exceed one half his 
monthly pay until the sum of nineteen dollars and fifty four cents 
($19.51) has been stopped and to be confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard at the post where his troop may be serving for 
the period of two months forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for 
the same period." 


3. Private John Navritil, company I, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Was found drunk on his post as a sentinel; at camp 
at mouth of Pecos River, Texas, April 24, 1882 
Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification— While on post did unnecessarily alarm the guard by 
discharging his piece; at camp at mouth of Pecos River, 
Texas, Aprd 24, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty,” but making a statement contradictory thereto 
the court entered a plea of “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —‘'To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard where his company may be serving for the period of six 
months forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for the same period.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, May 23,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
52, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Assistant 
Surgeon W. H. Gardner, Medical Department, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant S.W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 


Private James Snyder, troop C, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification .—Was found sleeping upon his post as a sentinel; at 
Pena Colorado, Texas, April 25, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. — 11 To be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the period of four (4) months and to forfeit to'the U. S. 
ten (10) dollars of his pay per month for the same period.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Dun¬ 
can, Texas, April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 33, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Sergeant John Kennedy, company F, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military dis¬ 
cipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification .—While sergeant of, and commanding, the post guard, 
did permit a general prisoner, in confinement for desertion, 
to leave the prison room for police purposes, in violation of 
General Orders No. 3, Department of Texas, 1879. 







Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be reduced to ranks.’’ 


IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Stock- 
ton, Texas, May 23, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 52, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Cap¬ 
tain P. L. Lee, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second Lieutenant 
William Lassiter, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, was arraign¬ 
ed and tried: 


Private Louis Sanders, troop B, 10th Cavalry. 

• Charge I.—“Mutinous conduct, in violation of the 62nd Article 
of War.” 

Specification. —Did, on being corrected in the manual of arms by a 
sergeant, in the discharge of his duties drilling a squad, 
without cause or provocation, say to said sergeant : “If you 

fool with me 1 will throw the d-d gun down and go 

away, and I will tell the captain after retreat that I will 
desert before I will drill with the recruits any more after this 
evening,” and did, then and there, throw the carbine about 

ten feet, saying: “I would like to see any s-of a b- 

put his hands on me;” at Fort Stockton, Texas, April 27, 
1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline." 

Specification 1st— Being questioned by his first sergeant, in the 
discharge of his duty, as to what was the matter with him, 
did reply, in an insolent, insubordinate and defiant tone, that 
he, Sanders, “would go to the guardhouse before he would 

soldier in this s-of a b-of a company any longer,” 

in the presence of enlisted men; at Fort Stockton, Texas, 
April 27, 1882. 

Specification 2nd .—When asked by his first sergeant, in the dis¬ 
charge of his duty, who he, Sanders, was talking to, did re¬ 
ply: “I am talking to you” (meaning said sergeant) “and I 

will tell the captain and any other d-n man 1 will die and 

go to hell before I will drill with the recruits," in the pres¬ 
ence of enlisted men; at Fort Stockton, Texas, April 27,1882. 
Specification 3rd .—Did quit the ranks at drill, leave the garrison 
and run away for the distance of about one mile, when ar¬ 
rested and brought back; at Fort Stockton, Texas, April 27, 
1882. 


Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Guilty.” 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
post guard for the period of six (6) months and to forfeit eight (8) 
dollars per month of his pay for the same period." 


V. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Sergeant Frank Moore, troop E. 8th Cavalry, Privates 
John J. Connolly, troop G, 8th Cavalry, James Snyder, troop C, 
and Louis Sanders, troop B, 10th Cavalry, and John Narritil, 
company I, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will be 
executed. 

In the foregoing case of Sergeant John Kennedy, company F, 
22nd Infantry, the record shows that a witness was called, by the 
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court, for the prosecution and examined as such. The court has 
no right to call witnesses for the prosecution; by doing so it assumes 
functions which the law has vested in the judge advocate. Subject 
to these remarks, the proceedings are approved. The findings and 
sentence are approved, and the sentence will be executed. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Henry Hockenberry.Troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

At Fort McKavett, Texas. 

1. Private James Forester. Company E, 16th Infantry. 

2. Private Heinrich Bergmann. Company G, 16th Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 8,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) • 

Orders No. 17. J 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 

Private Henry Hockenberry, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd 
Article of War.” 

Specif cation .—“In this: that Private Henry Hockenberry, troop G, 
8th Cavalry, having been tried, convicted and sentenced as 
follows: by garrison court-martial, for absence without leave, 
in violation of the 32nd Article of War, as published in Or¬ 
ders No. 177, Fort Ringgold, Texas, series of 1880; by gar¬ 
rison court-martial, for lying out of his quarters and garrison 
without leave from his commanding officer, in violation of 
the 31st Article of War, as published in Orders No. 120, 
Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1880; by general court-martial, 
for failing to repair at the fixed time to the place of guard- 
mounting, in violation of the 33rd Article of War, and for 
absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd Article of 
War, as published in General Court-Martial Orders No. 31, 
Headquarters Department of Texas, series of 1881; and by 
garrison court-martial, for absenting himself from mounted 
drill of his troop, in violation of the 33rd Article of War, as 
published in OrdersNo. 78, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1882; 
and having been confined, for absence without leave, at Fort 
Clark, Texas, January 14, 1882, and relieved from trial for 
that offense on promise to his troop commander of good be¬ 
havior in the future: did, nevertheless, at Fort Clark, Texas, 
in contempt of the punishments awarded him by the courts 
above cited, and in disregard of his promise, again absent 
himself from his troop and quarters without leave from his 
commanding officer, from about 8 A. m., May 3, 1882, until 
about 3 p. m., May 4, 1882.” 

Charge II.—“Absence without leave, in violation ot the oord 

Article of War.” 










Specification 1st. —Having, etc., (same as in specification under 
charge I) did, nevertheless, at Fort Clark, Texas, in contempt 
of the punishments awarded him, and in disregard of his 
promise, again absent himself without leave from morning 
and afternoon fatigue calls, on March 30, 1882. 

Specification 2nd.— Having, etc., (same as in specification under 
charge I) did, nevertheless, at Fort Clark, Texas, in con¬ 
tempt of the punishments awarded him, and in disregard 
of his promise, again fail to repair to the place of his guard¬ 
mounting, May 4, 1882, not being prevented by sickness or 
other necessity. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

To first specification second charge “Guilty.” 

To second specification second charge “Not Guilty.” 

To second charge “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification first charge “Guilty, except the 
words ‘3 o’clock p. m.,’ substituting therefor the 
words ‘the morning of,’ of the excepted words 
“Not Guilty,” of the substituted words “Guilty.” 

Of the first charge “Guilty.” 

Of first specification second charge “Guilty.” 

Of second specification second charge “Not Guilty.” 

Of second charge “Guilty.” 

Sentence.—“T o be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his troop may be serving for the period of 
tiro months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for the same 
period.’' 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Kavett, Texas, May 29, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 54, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major Horace Jewett, 16th Infantry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant John Newton, 16th Infantry, is judge advo¬ 
cate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James Forester, company E, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 


Specification.—Was found drunk on his post as a sentinel; at Fort 
McKavett, Texas, May 21, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Was found sleeping upon his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort McKavett, Texas, May 21, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — u To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to 
be confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority 
may direct, for the period of two (2) years.” 


2. Private Heinrich Bergmann, company G, 16th Infantry. 
Charge.— “Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at Fort McKavett, Texas, March 4, 1882, 
turned over, dressed in civilian clothing, by a citizen, at 
Fort McKavett, Texas, May 13, 1882. 

Plea. —To specification: “Guilty, except the words ‘did desert 
the same,’ substituting therefor ‘did absent himself 
therefrom without leave, ’ and of the excepted words 
“Not Guilty.” 







To charge “Not Guilty, but guilty of absence without 
leave, in violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of four (4) years.” 


III. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing 
case of Private Henry Hockenberry, troop G, 8th Cavalry, are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
James Forester, company E, 16th Infantry, are approved. The 
provision in the sentence relating to dishonorable discharge is dis¬ 
approved; the remainder of the sentence is approved, but, upon 
the unanimous recommendation of the members of the court, based 
upon the good character of the prisoner, as established in evidence, 
the sentence is mitigated to confinement, at hard labor, under 
charge of the guard, at the post where his company may be serv¬ 
ing, for six months, and forfeiture of ten dollars per month of his 
pay for the same period. As thus mitigated, the sentence will be 
executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Heinrich Bergmann, company G, 16th Infantry, are ap¬ 
proved. The term of his confinement is reduced to two years, ana, 
as thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. The Leaven¬ 
worth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of his 
confinement. Convict Bergmann will be held at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, until further orders. 

By obder of Brigadier General Augur: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 


tcu 


Assistant Adjutant General. 














CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

I Private Frank A. Mason.Company 1,16th Infantry. 

2. Private James Jordan.Company K, 16th Infantiy. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private Frank White.Troop H, 8th Cavalry. 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

1 Private John Birktuann. Company H, 22nd Infantry. 

2. Private Hugh McDonald.Company II, —nd Infantiy. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 12,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 18. J 

I Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, May 28,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
52, current series, from these headquarters, and ot which Assistant 
Surgeon W. H. Gardner, Medical Department, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant S.W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, lsjudge advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Frank A. Mason, company I, 16th Infantry. 

Cn arge I.—“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War. 
Specification. —Deserted at Toyah Station, Texas, night ot May 10, 
1882, apprehended by civil authorities and delivered at a 
camp 18 miles south from said place, May 11, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice ot good order and 
military discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of VY ar. 
Specification . — Did take from his camp at Toyah Station, Texas, 
without authority, and wrongfully sell and dispose of. one 
Springfield rifle, calibre .45, valued at $15, and one cartridge 
belt, valued at #1.50, the property ot the Lmted States, 
May 10, 1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” , , . j7 . ,. 

Sentence.— “To be dishonorably discharged from the serviceof 
the United States to forfeit all pay and allowances due him or that 
may become due him and tobe confined at hard laborin such place as 
the reviewing authority may direct for the period of two (2) yea) s. 

2. Private James Jordan, company K, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at Toyah Station, Texas, night ot May 10, 
1882, apprehended by civil authorities and delivered at a 

camp 18 miles south from said place, May 11,1882. 

.Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mill- 
tary discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of vV ai. 
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Specification,— Did take from his camp at Toyah Station Texas 
^ t -fl nty Yv nd wrongfully sel1 and dispose’of, one 
Springfield rifle, calibre .45, valued at $15, and one cartridge 
Sly $1 ' 5 °’ th ® pr0perty of the United States, 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— 1 ‘Guilty. ’' 

ca?'Texas"® An^ 1 ?^’ martial which convened at Fort Dun- 
can, lexas, April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IY Snoeial 
Orders No. 3 3, current series, from these headquarters’ afdnf 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 2^d InfaS is nresi- 
^’ a ? d Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry’, is fudge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: y J ge 

Private Frank White, troop H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.— “Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War. ’ ’ 
Specification.— Deserted at Fort Duncan, Texas, May 28, 1882 an- 
fam h e 6 day d “ Z6nS cl ° thes abou t 25 miles from his station, 

vS! L 'n?5 in Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification. Did break into the quartermaster’s corral, at Fort 

valued 1 * atf ^G 5 28, an f ***** therefrom one mule, 

valued at $115; one saddle, valued at $10.50- and one 

total val “ c ’ * 128 i *> property of 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

b<t dis J } onoraU !/ discharged the service of the 
j states, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due and to be¬ 
come dm him, and to be confined at hard labor at such place as the 
reviewing authority may direct for the period of seven (1) years.” 

of«^^ eral T^rtial which convened at the post 
Soechd Ordef ’J r a Q S ’ June J’ 18 ? 2 - Pursuant to paragraph I, 

advSrter»™"rd3Sd“ os " m ' 22nd ^ 

1. Private John Birkmann, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

wSr'w ( ? 1 i il1 violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification.— Deserted at post of San Antonio, Texas, Mav 3 1882 
surrendered at same place, June 4, 1882 y ’ ’ 

Plea.— To specification if Not Guilty.” 

mfIKfw 7 °l de 5, rti .? n ' in violation of the 
out leave 6 6 ^ ar ’ ® ul lty" of absence with- 
Finding.— “Guilty.” 







Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to 
be confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority 
may direct, for the period of two (2) years." 

2. Private Hugh McDonald, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Lying out of quarters, in violation of the 31st Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

Specification. —Did lie out of his quarters, without leave, at post of 
San Antonio, Texas, night of April 22, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd 
Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Absence without leave, from his company and 
post, at San Antonio, Texas, from 10 a. m., April 21, 1882, 
to after taps same date. 

Specification 2nd. —Absence without leave, from his company and 
post, at San Antonio, Texas, from 6 a. m., April 22,1882, to 
7 p.m., April 23, 1882. 

Charge III—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did fail to repair at the proper time for his guard¬ 
mounting; at post of San Antonio, Texas, April 22, 1882. 

Charge IV.—“Conduct prejudicial to'good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Having repeatedly promised to abstain from the 
use of intoxicating liquor, was so drunk as to be unable to 
walk straight, and did stagger on the public streets in the 
city of San Antonio, Texas, April 21, 1882; this to the 
scandal of the service. 

Specification 2nd. —Having promised to abstain from the use of in¬ 
toxicating liquor, was so drunk that he staggered while 
walking, and did appear with his clothing disordered and 
dirty; to the scandal of the service; near the railroad depot 
at San Antonio, Texas, April 23, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him." 


IV. In the foregoing cases of Privates Frank A. Mason, com¬ 
pany I, and James Jordan, company K, 16th Infantry, the prison¬ 
ers testified in their own behalf; the record should have shown 
that they did so at their own request (see G. C. M. 0.13, c. s., D. T.) 
Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are approved. The pros¬ 
ecution failed to establish the value of the ordnance disposed of 
bv the prisoners; with this exception, the findings are approved. 
The sentences are approved, and will be executed. The Leaven¬ 
worth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of their 
confinement. Convicts Mason and Jordan will be held at Fort 
Davis, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Frank White, troop H, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and the 
sentence will be executed. The proceedings will be forwarded to 
the Secretary of War for designation of a penitentiary. Convict 
White will be held at Fort Duncan, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John Birkmann, company H, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 
Five of the six members of the court having recommended the 
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prisoner to the clemency of the reviewing authority, on account of 
his youth and his previous good character, as shown in evidence, 
the sentence is mitigated to confinement at hard labor, under charge 
of the guard at the post where his company may be serving, for 
six months, with forfeiture often dollars per month of his pay for 
the same period; the sentence, as mitigated, will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Hugh McDonald, company H, 2‘2nd Infantry, are approved. 

It appears, from the uncontradicted statement of the prisoner, 
that he has been in the service of the United States nearly twelve 
years, and that this is the first time he has been before a general 
court-martial. The offenses, of which he has been found guilty, 
are not of such a serious nature as to demand his removal from the 
service. The sentence, therefore, is commuted to confinement at 
hard labor at the post where his company may be serving, for two 
months, with forfeiture often dollars per month of his pay for the 
same period; as thus commuted, the sentence will be executed. 

By order op Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Foet Clark, Texas. 

1. Private George W. Ehvell .Company B, 22nd Infantry. 

9. Private Hiram Martin .Company B, 22nd Infantry. 

3. Private George T. Bell.Company I, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 

Private Charles Crawford.Company F, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Sergeant Frederick Heiler.Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 


At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

1. Private Frank Grant.Company H, 22nd Infantry. 

2. Private John Conlon.Company H, 22nd Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 14,1882. 
General Court-Martial 1 
Orders No. 19. J 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
87, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private George W. Elwell, company B, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge. —“Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, May 26,1882, appre¬ 
hended, in citizens clothing, at Turkey Creek, Texas, May 
27, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sf.ntence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allotcances due him, and to 
be confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority 
may direct, for the period of three (3) years.” 

2. Private Hiram Martin, company B, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.—‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, May 26,1882, appre¬ 
hended, in citizens clothing, at Turkey Creek, Texas, May 
27, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of three (3) years." 


_ 

















3. Private George T. Bell, company I, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. “In this: that he, Corporal (now private) George 
V. ISc?/ company I, 22nd Infantry, in the county of Kinney, 
and State of Texas, did, heretofore, to-wit: on or about the 
•Uf < u' y March, A. D., 1832, then and there, unlawfully, 
willfully, feloniously and without lawful authority, and with 
the intent to injure and defraud, make a certain false instru- 
ment, m writing, upon paper, purporting to be the act of 
another, to-wit: the act of Robert Smith, private companv 
1, ——lid Infantry, the said false instrument being then and 
there made by the said George T. Bell, by inserting, in 
writing, in a post trader’s blank check, printed on paper 
?w tal ? rj ds a " d , fibres, to-wit: the words and figures 
March 28th, 1882, and the words and figures ‘five ($5 00 )’ 
n T w 2 rds and fi £ ures ‘Robert Smith, private company 
1, 22nd Infantry,’ m such manner that the said check would, 
it it were true and duly approved and endorsed by his com¬ 
pany commander, have created a certain pecuniary oblio-a- 
bon, and is, m words and figures, as follows, to-wit- 
■No.- 

FORT CLARK, TEXAS, 

t .. .. „ , . March 28th , 1882. 

In consideration of his approval and endorsement, I hereby 
Vv°TV s ® '. he , commanding officer of m.v company that I will pay 
W . L. t riedlander & Co., post traders, immediately after my first 
received 1 by the 1,aymaster ’ the sum of flve (5) dollars, for value 

ROBERT SMITH, 

Pvt. Co. “I,” 22nd Infty.’ 
and did, thereafter, to-wit: on or about the 29th day of 
March, A. D., 1882, present the said check to his company 
commander and obtain his approval and endorsement there- 
on. All this at the time and places above specified.” 
Specification 2nd —“In this: that he, Corporal (now private) George 
T. Bell, company I, 22nd Infantry, in the county of Kinney, 
and State of Texas, did, heretofore, to-wit: on or about the 
28th day of March, A. D„ 1882, then and there, unlawfully, 
willfully, feloniously and without lawful authority, and with 
the intent to injure and defraud, utter, and pass as true, a 
certain false instrument, partly in print and partly in writ¬ 
ing, upon paper, purporting to be the act of another, to-wit: 
the act of Robert Smith, private company I, 22nd Infantry, 
and in words and figures, as follows, to-wit: 

•No.- 

FORT CLARK, TEXAS, 

T .. . „ , . March 28th, 1882. 

In consideration of his approval and endorsement, I hereby 
promise the commanding officer of my companv that I will pay 
” ■ E. Friedlander & Co., post traders, immediately after mv first 
payment by the paymaster, the sum of five (5) dollars, for value 
received. 

Approved: ROBERT SMITH, 

A. C. bHARPL, Pvt. Co. “I,” 22 ndlnfty. 

1st Lieut. 22nd Infantry y 

Commanding Company.’ 

This at the time and place above specified.” 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 11 To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States forfeiting all pay and allowances due him and to be 





confined at hard labor in such penitentiary as the proper authority 
may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas. March 28, 1882, pursuant to paragraph VI, Special 
Orders No. 29, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
First Lieutenant J. T. Moiuuson, Adjutant 10th Cavalry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 


Private Charles Crawford, company F, 16th Infantry. 
Charge.— “Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Concho, Texas, December 1, 1881, 
apprehended near the town of San Angela, Texas, May 8, 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” . 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or that 
may become due, and to'be confined at hard labor at such place as 
the reviewing authority may direct for the period of four years.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, April 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 37, current series, from these headquarters, and ot which 
Captain P. H. Remington, 19th Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant G. K. Spencer, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Sergeant Frederick Heiler, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found drunk on his duty as sergeant of the 
guard; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, May 29, 1882. 

Plea— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence —“To be reduced to the grade of a private soldier, to 
forfeit to the U. S. ten (10) dollars of his pay per month for six 
(6) months, and to be confined at hard labor, in charge of the guard 
at the post where his troop may be serving, for tivo (2) months.” 


IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, June 7, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 59, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain J. B. Irvine, 22nd Infantry, is president, 
and Second Lieutenant Theodore Mosher, 22nd Infantry, is judge 
advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Frank Grant, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced, by gar¬ 
rison court-martial, for absence without leave, in violation 
of the 32nd Article of War, as published in Orders No. 40, 
series of 1882, post of San Antonio, Texas; by garrison court- 
martial, for failing to return upon expiration of his pass, and 
breach of arrest, in violation of the 62nd Article of War, as 
published in Orders No. 59, series of 1882, post of San An- 








tonio, Texas; and by garrison court-martial, for depriving, 
through his misconduct and retention by the civil authorities, 
the U. S. of his services, in violation of the 6‘2nd Article of 
War, as published in Orders No. 67, series of 1882, post of San 
Antonio, Texas; did, in contempt of the punishments awarded 
him by the courts above cited, again absent himself from 
his company and post, without leave from his commanding 
officer, on the 19th day of May, 1882, and did remain absent 
until the 23rd day of May, 1882. 

Plea. —“In bar of trial,” not sustained by the court, then 
changed to “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.—' ‘Guilty. ’' 

Sentence.— “ To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company maybe serving, for the period 
of six (6) months, forfeiting ten (10) 'dollars per month for the 
same period.” 

2. Private John Conlon, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Desertion.” 

Specification . —Deserted at post of San Antonio, Texas, May 3,1882, 
apprehended in the city of San Antonio, Texas, May 5,1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, or through neglect lose, articles of his uni¬ 
form, valued at $31.31; at post of San Antonio, Texas, May 
3, 1882. 3 

Plea. —To specification first charge “Guilty, except the words 
‘did desert the same at,’ and substituting therefor 
the words ‘did absent himself from,’ and of the ex¬ 
cepted words Not Guilty and of the substituted words 
Guilty.” 

To first charge “Not Guilty, but Guilty of absence with¬ 
out leave.” 

To second charge and specification “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

Of specification second charge “Guilty, except the 
words ‘did sell or through neglect lose, ’ and the 
words ‘unmade, valued at $2.30,’ substituting 
therefor the words ‘did unlawfully dispose of,’ 
and the words ‘made, valued at $2.80; and of 
the excepted words Not Guilty, and of the substi¬ 
tuted words Guilty.” 

Of second charge “Not Guilty of violation of the 
17th Article of War; but Guilty of violation of the 
62nd Article of War.” 

Sentence. — 11 To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to 
be confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority 
may direct, for the period of two (2) years.” 


V. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates George W. Elwell and Hiram Martin, company 
B, 22nd Infantry, are approved. The term of confinement, in each 
case, is reduced to two years, and, as thus mitigated, the sentences 
will be executed. Until further orders. Fort Clark, Texas, is 
designated as the place of their confinement. 

Tn the foregoing case of Private George T. Bell, company I, 
22nd Infantry, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. 






The evidence in the case discloses the fact that the company 
commander approved so-called trader’s checks, to enable the men 
of his command, ostensibly, to obtain, in the interval of payments, 
merchandise, &c., from the post trader. In reality, in this case, the 
forged check was taken up by the trader and exchanged for tickets, 
in the character of due bills, entitling the holder thereof, upon pre¬ 
sentation, to merchandise, equal in value to the amount inscribed 
on the ticket. These tickets, it seems, passed as currency in the 
neighboring town, where part of them were paid out by the pris¬ 
oner for his and Private Smith’s enjoyment. 

Upon the arrival of the paymaster at the post, the trader s checks 
were handed to the company commander and the amounts due col¬ 
lected by the first sergeant. 

The law forbids the lien of the trader on the soldier's pay, but 
the practice, recited, enabled the trader, with the assistance ot the 
company commander, to accomplish indirectly what the law for¬ 
bids his doing directly. In similar cases, arising heretofore, (see 
G. C. M. 0. Nos. 23 and 28, series of 1878, from these headquar¬ 
ters) this practice was discountenanced. 

The sentence will be executed. The Secretary of War has designa¬ 
ted the Kansas State Penitentiary as the place of his confinement. 

Convict Bell will be held at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case ot 
Private Charles Crawford, company F, 16th Infantry, are approved. 
The term of confinement is reduced to two years, and, as thus mit¬ 
igated, the sentence will be executed. Until further orders, Fort 
Concho, Texas, is designated as the place of his confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Sergeant Frederick Heller , troop F, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Frank Grant, company H, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 

It appears, from the evidence, that the prisoner was, within the 
short period of forty days, tried, convicted, sentenced, and pun¬ 
ished, on three separate occasions, for absence without leave and 
offenses of like species, and that, immediately upon serving out his 
last sentence, he again absented himself. It seems that the pun¬ 
ishments heretofore inflicted have failed to reform him; a more 
severe lesson is necessary to bring him to a sense of duty. The sen¬ 
tence is, therefore, approved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case ot 
Private John Coition, company H, 22nd Infantry, are approved, ami 
the sentence will be executed. Until further orders, the post of 
San Antonio, Texas, is designated as the place of his confinement. 


YI. The Leavenworth Military Prison,—the place of confinement 
heretofore designated in the cases of the military convicts hereaf¬ 
ter mentioned,—being full, these convicts will be confined, until 
further orders, and their sentences executed, as follows: 

At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Convict Benjamin C. Mosby, late of troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Convict Joseph F. Dixon, late of troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Convict Eloil Boll, late of company A, 19th Infantry. 

At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Convict William McClvrg, late of troop A, 7th Cavalry. 

Convict Edward II. Eberle, late of company D, 22nd Infantry. 






At Fotit Concho, Texas. 

Convict John Wright, late of company A, 16th Infantry. 

Convict Stephen Board leg, late of troop E, 10th Cavalry. 

Convict James Shepherd, late of company B, 16th Infantry. 

At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Convict Frank A. Mason, late of company I, 16th Infantry. 

Convict James Jordan, late of company K, 16th Infantry. 

At such place as their former companies may be stationed. 

Convict Edward Jack, late of company D, 16th Infantry. 

Convict Heinrich Bergmann, late of company G, 16th Infantry. 

VII. Post commanders will note, on the end of each month, upon 
the monthly report of prisoners, whether or not the prisoners herein 
named and confined at their respective posts are entitled to the 
abatement authorized in General Orders No. 64, of 1875, War De¬ 
partment, Adjutant General’s Office. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Brown, Texas. 

Private Louis Perry, troop B, 8th Cavalry, alias Joseph Leonard, 
private company P, 19th Infantry. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Jerome E. Converse.Company H, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private James P. Hoyland.Company D, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

Sergeant Hugo Anderson.Troop B, Sth Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 21,1882. 
General Court-Martial } 

Orders No. 20. J 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, March 24, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 27, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain J. H. Bradford, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Louis Pern/, troop B, 8th Cavalry, alias Joseph Leonard, 
private company F, 19th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specif cation .—“In this: that he, Private Joseph Leonard , com¬ 
pany F, 19th Infantry, a soldier in the service of the United 
States, did desert the said service at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kansas, on or abont the 4th day of May, 1881, and did re¬ 
main so absent until he surrendered himself at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on or about April 26, 1882.” 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 50th Article of War.” 

Specif cation .—“In this: that he, Private Joseph Leonard , com¬ 
pany F, 19th Infantry, a soldier in the service of the United 
States, did, while a deserter from said company, enlist again 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, on the 7th day of February, 1882, under 
the name of ‘Louis Perry,’ without a regular discharge from 
the aforementioned company.” 

1st Additional Charge.— “Desertion, in violation of the 47th 
Article of War.” 

Specification.—‘'In this: that he, Private Joseph Leonard, com¬ 
pany F, 19th Infantry, having, while absent in desertion 
from said company and regiment, enlisted again at Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio, on the 7th day of February, 1882, under the 













name of ‘Louis Perry,’ in consequence of which he was as¬ 
signed to troop B, 8th Cavalry, did desert from said troop 
and regiment at Fort Ringgold, Texas, on or about the 21st 
day of April, 1882, and did remain so absent until he sur¬ 
rendered himself at Fort Brown,'Texas, on the 26th day of 
April, 1882.” 

2nd Additional Charge— “Violation of the 60th Article of 
War.” 

Specification. —“In this: that he, Joseph Leonard (alias Louis 
Perry), while a member of troop B, 8th Cavalry, did steal, 
embezzle, knowingly and willfully misappropriate and wrong¬ 
fully and knowingly dispose of, articles of ordnance stores, 
valued at $ 11.62, the property of the United States; at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, April 21,1882.” 

Plea.— To first, second and first additional charges and specifi¬ 
cations “Guilty.” 

To second additional charge and specification “Not 
Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first, second and first additional charges and spec¬ 
ifications “Guilty.” 

Of second additional charge and specification “Not 
Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — 11 To he dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting^ all pay and allowances now due or to be¬ 
come due, and to be confined in such military prison as the review¬ 
ing authority may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Major 
E. W. Smith, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second Lieutenant 
M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 

Private Jerome E. Converse, company H, 16th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at Fort McKavett, Texas, April 3, 1882, 
apprehended at “Tunnel camp No. 1,” on Rio Grande, 
Texas, May 8, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States forfeiting all pay and allowances due him and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of two (2) years.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Dun¬ 
can, Texas, April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 33, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, ‘22nd Infantry, is presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private James P. Hoyland, company D, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War. ” 
Specification. —Deserted at Fort Duncan, Texas, May 18, 1882, ap¬ 
prehended, in citizens dress, near Elm Creek, Maverick 
County, Texas, May 19, 1882. 







Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharyed the sendee with loss 
of all pay and allowances now due or to become due him and to be 
confined at hard labor at such military prison as the reviewing au¬ 
thority may direct for the period of two (2) years." 


IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, April 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 41, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major R. H. Offley, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant H. L. Roberts, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Sergeant Hugo Anderson, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his troop and post, 
from 4 p. m„ May 23, 1882, to 3 p. m., May 24, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having obtained permission to exercise his horse 
from 1 to 4 p. m., May 23,1882, did take advantage thereof, 
and did go himself, and take his horse, into Mexico, with¬ 
out authority, and did remain there during the night of 
May 23, 1882, and until about 3 p. m., May 24, 1882. 

Plea. —‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“ To be reduced to the grade of a private soldier, to 
be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard at the post 
where his troop may be serving for the period of five (5) months 
and to forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his pay for the same 
period." 


V. In the foregoing case of Private Louis Perry, troop B, 8th 
Cavalry, alias Private Joseph Leonard, company F, 19th Infantry, 
the prisoner having plead guilty to the charge of desertion, it be¬ 
came at once the duty of the court, under the orders of the Secre¬ 
tary of War (G. 0. 91, A. G. 0., of 1881) to ascertain and spread 
upon the record the fact whether or not the prisoner understood 
his plea to be an acknowledgement of his intention to desert. In 
this particular, the court failed in its duty. The prisoner, however, 
in the subsequent stages of the proceedings, in his own testimony, 
supplied the required information. Subject to these remarks, the 
proceedings are approved. The findings and sentence are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. Until further orders, Fort 
Brown, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Jerome E. Converse, company H, 16th Infantry, are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentence will be executed. Until further orders, 
Fort Clark, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private James P. Hoyland, company D, 22nd Infantry, are ap¬ 
proved. 

In consideration of the recommendation to clemency by a majority 
of the members of the court, the period of confinement imposed is 
reduced to six months: as mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 
Fort Clark, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement, to 







which place the prisoner will he forwarded with the proper papers 
in his case. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Sergeant Hugo Anderson, troop B, 8th Cavalry, are approved. 

The uncontradicted statement of the prisoner shows that he has 
been in the service over nine years, nearly five of which he served 
as a non-commissioned officer, and that this is the first time he has 
been brought before a court-martial. Therefore, so much of the 
sentence as imposes confinement and forfeiture of pay is remitted. 
As thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. Sergeant Hugo 
Anderson will be restored to duty as a private soldier. 

By order or Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fokt Brown, Texas. 

1. SergeantL. H. Schubert. .Company A, 19th Infantry. 

2. Sergeant L. H. Schubert. .Company A, 19th Infantry. (Secondtrial.) 

3. Private Isaac Brown.Company D, 19th Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Private Gilbert Benson. .Troop C, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 26,1882. 
General Court-Martial ? 

Orders No. 21. J 


I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, March 24, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 27, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain J. H. Bradford, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 19th Infantry. (First 
trial.) 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specif cation 1st. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, did knowingly and willfully misappropriate 
and apply to his own use or benefit two pairs of trowsers, 
foot, unmade, value $4.66, and two forage caps, value $1.20, 
the property of the United States, and intended for the mil¬ 
itary service thereof. This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, 
on or about May 16, 1881.” 

Specif cation 2nd. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, did knowingly and willfully misappropriate 
and apply to his own use or benefit one (1) lined blouse, val¬ 
ue $8.41, one (1) pair of trowsers, foot, unmade, value $2.33, 
two (2) pairs of drawers, value $1.18, one (1) pair of stock¬ 
ings, value 30 cts., two (2) pairs of berlin gloves, value 28 
cts., and two pairs of boots, value $5.46, the property of the 
United States, and intended for the military service thereof. 
This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about March 10, 
1881.” 


Specif cation 3rd. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, did knowingly and willfully misappropriate 
and apply to his own use or benefit, one (1) pair of boots, 
value $2.66, and one (1) pair of shoes, value $1.77, the prop¬ 
erty of the United States, and intended for the military ser¬ 
vice thereof. This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about 
June 9, 1880.” 

Specification 4th. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, did knowingly and willfully misappropriate 
and apply to his own use or benefit two (2) flannel shirts, 
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value $2.63, one (1) pair of boots, value $2.66, and one (1) 
blanket, value $3.48, the property of the United States, and 
intended for the military service thereof. This at Fort Leav¬ 
enworth, Kansas, on or about November 4, 1880.” 
Specification 5th. —“In tha,t Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, did knowingly and willfully misappropriate 
and apply to his own use or benefit, one (1) pair of drawers, 
value 58 cts., the property of the United States, and intended 
for the military service thereof. This at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kansas, on or about September 16, 1880.” 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mil¬ 
itary discipline.” 

Specification 1st.—“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with the 19th Infantry Band, 
and in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use 
of said band, did feloniously alter a receipt-roll for clothing 
issue to one William White, private 19th Infantry Band, by 
1st Lieut. Geo. H. Cook, Adjutant 19th Infantry, containing 
the receipt-roll of said White, for one (1) pair of shoes, value 
$1.77, by erasing figures and red lines drawn through blank 
spaces on said receipt and substituting figures in place of 
figures and red lines so erased, so that it was made to appear 
on said receipt that said White had received two (2) flannel 
shirts, valued at $2.63, one (1) pair of boots, valued $2.66, 
and one blanket, valued at $3.48, and one (1) pair of shoes, 
valued at $1.77, total value $10.27, thereby intending to de¬ 
fraud the United States of two (2) flannel shirts, one (1) pair 
of boots and one blanket, of the total value of $8.50. This 
at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about November 4,1880.” 
Specification 2nd—“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with the 19th Infantry Band, 
and in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use of 
said band, did feloniously alter a receipt-roll for clothing 
issued to one James A. Ault, private 19th Infantry Band, 
by 1st Lieut. Geo. H. Cook, Adjutant 19th Infantry, contain¬ 
ing the receipt of said Ault for one (1) forage cap, value 60 
cts., and two (2) pairs of stockings, value 50 cts., total value 
$1.10, by erasing figures on said receipt, and substituting 
figures in place of figures so erased, so that it was made to 
appear on said receipt that said Ault had received one (1) 
forage cap, value 60 cts., two (2) pairs of stockings, value 50 
cts., one (1) pair of boots, value $2.66, and one (1) pair of 
shoes, value $1.77, total value $5.53, thereby intending to 
defraud the United States of one (1) pair of boots, value $2.66, 
and one (1) pair of shoes, value $1.77, total value $4.43. 
This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about June 9,1880.” 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the first specification first charge “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification first charge “Guilty, ex¬ 
cept the words ‘one (1) pair of trowsers, foot, un¬ 
made, value $2.33 and two (2) pairs of berlin 
gloves, value 28 cts.,’ of the excepted words “Not 
Guilty.” 

Of the third, fourth and fifth specifications first charge 
“Guilty.” 

Of the first charge “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge and specifications “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States with loss of all pay and allowances that are or may 
become due, and to be confined at such military prison as the re¬ 
viewing authority may direct for the period of six (6) months.” 

2. Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 19th Infty. (2ndtrial.) 

Charge I.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification 1st. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with the 19th Infantry Band, and 
in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use of said 
band, did, with the intent to defraud the United States, falsify 
a receipt-roll for clothing issued on the 17th day of September, 
1881, to one George J. Stoney, Commissary Sergeant U. S. 
Army, by First Lieutenant George H. Cook, 19th Infantry, 
containing the receipt of the said Stoney for two (2) pairs of 
drawers, value $1.24, by erasing a red line drawn through 
blank spaces and inserting therein figures, so that it was 
made to appear on said receipt that said Stoney had received 
one (1) pair trowsers, foot, unmade, value $2.30, three (3) 
pairs stockings, cotton, white, 57 cts., one (1) pair berlin 
gloves, value 13 cts., two (2) pairs drawers, value $1.24, total 
value $4.24. This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about 
the 17th day of September, 1881.” 

Specification 2nd. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with the 19th Infantry Band, 
and in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use 
of said band, did, with the intent to defraud the United 
States, falsify a receipt-roll for clothing issued on the 17th 
day of September, 1881, to one James Lehane, Quartermas¬ 
ter Sergeant 19th Infantry, by First Lieutenant George H. 
Cook. Adjutant 19th Infantry, containing the receipt of 
said Lehane for one (1) pair of trowsers, foot, unmade, value 
$2.30, and two (2) pairs corporal’s stripes, value 36 cents, by 
altering figures, so that it was made to appear on said re¬ 
ceipt that said Lehane had received one (1) pair trowsers, 
foot, unmade, value $2.30, and three (3) pairs corporal’s 
stripes, value 54 cts., total value $2.84. This at Fort Leav¬ 
enworth, Kansas, on or about the 17th day of September, 
1881.” 

Specification 3rd. —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with the 19th Infantry Band, 
and in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use 
of said band, did, with the intent to defraud the United 
States, falsify a receipt-roll for clothing issued on the 17th 
day of September, 1881, to one James A. Ault, private, band, 
19th Infantry, by First Lieutenant George H. Cook, Adju¬ 
tant 19th Infantry, containing the receipt of said Ault for 
four (4) pairs stockings, brown, value 84 cts., and six (6) 
pairs berlin gloves, value 78 cts., by erasing red lines and 
figures and inserting, in places of red lines and figures so 
erased, figures, so that it was made to appear on said roll 
that said Ault had received one (1) pair trowsers, foot, un¬ 
made, value $2.30, three (3) pairs stockings, cotton, white, 
value 57 cts., four (4) pairs stockings, brown, value 84 cts., 
and seven (7) pairs berlin gloves, value 91 cts., total value 
$4.62. This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about the 
17th day of September, 1881.” 
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Specification 4th—“ In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with the 19th Infantry Band, 
and in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use of 
said hand, did, with the intent to defraud the United States, 
falsify a receipt-roll for clothing issued on the 17th day of 
September, 1881, to one Martin Eckhardt, private, band, 
19th Infantry, by First Lieutenant George H. Cook, Adju¬ 
tant 19th Infantry, containing the receipt of said Eckhardt 
for five (5) pairs stockings, brown mixed, value $1.05, and 
six (6) pairs berlin gloves, value 78 cts., by erasing red lines 
and figures and inserting, in place of red lines and figures so 
erased, figures, so that it was made to appear on, said roll 
that said Eckhardt had received one (1) pair trowsers, foot, 
unmade, value $2.30, two (2) shirts, flannel, value $2.50, 
four (4) pairs drawers, value $2.48, five (5) pairs stockings, 
brown mixed, value $1.05, six (6) pairs berlin gloves, value 
78 cts., one (1) pair boots, value $2.85,—total value $11.96. 
This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or about the 17th day 
of September, 1881.” 

Specification 5th —“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 
19th Infantry, while on duty with 19th Infantry Band, and 
in immediate charge of clothing furnished for the use of said 
band, did, with the intent to defraud the United States, 
falsify a receipt-roll for clothing issued on the 17th day of 
September, 1881, to one Francisco Struggibennetti, private, 
band, 19th Infantry, by First Lieutenant George H. Cook, 
Adjutant 19th Infantry, containing the receipt of said 
Struggibennetti for six (6) pairs of berlin gloves, value 78 
cts., and one (1) pair of boots, value $2.85, by erasing red 
lines and figures and inserting, in place of red lines and 
figures so erased, figures, so that it was made to appear on 
said roll that said Struggibennetti had received six (6) pairs 
stockings, white, value $1.14, six (6) pairs berlin gloves, 
value 78 cts.', and one (1) pair boots, value $2.85,—total 
value $4.77. This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or 
about the 17th day of September, 1881.” 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification .—“In that Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company A, 19th 
Infantry, did, knowingly and willfully, misappropriate and 
apply to his own use or benefit three (8) pairs trowsers, foot, 
unmade, value $6.90, twelve (12) pairs stockings, cotton, 
white, value $2.28, two (2) pairs berlin gloves, value 26 cts., 
one (1) pair corporal’s stripes, value 18 cts., two (2) shirts, 
flannel, value $2.50, four (4) pairs drawers, value $2.48, one 
(1) pair boots, value $2.85,—total value $17.45—the prop¬ 
erty of the United States, and intended for the military ser¬ 
vice thereof. This at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, on or 
about the 17th day of September, 1881.” 

Plea.— “In bar of trial,” not sustained by court, then changed 


to “Not Guilty. 

Finding. —Of first specification, first charge, “Guilty except the 
words ‘erasing a red line drawn through blank 
spaces and,’ of the excepted words “Not Guilty.” 

Of second, third, fourth and fifth specifications, first 
charge, “Guilty.” 

Of first charge “Guilty.” 

Of second charge and specification “Guilty.” 
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Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged from the service 
of the United States with loss of all pay and allowances now due or 
that may become due him, and to be confined at hard labor at such 
military prison as the reviewing authority may direct for a period 
of six (6) months.' 7 

3. Private Isaac Brown, company D, 19th Infantry, 

Charge I.—“Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

Specification. —Did willfully disobey a lawful order of his superior 
officer; at Fort Brown, Texas, May 8, 1882. 

Charge II.—“"Violation of the 31st Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his quarters, at Fort 
Brown, Texas, from 10:30 p. m., May 8, 1882, to 6 a m 
May 9, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did fail to appear at the fixed time for his guard¬ 
mounting, not being prevented by sickness or other necessi¬ 
ty; at Fort Brown, Texas, May 9, 1882. 

Charge IV.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post 
at Fort Brown, Texas, from 7 a. m., May 9, 1882, until ar¬ 
rested in the city of Brownsville, Texas, about 10 -30 a m 
May 9, 1882. ' 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of two (2) months.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, May 23,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No! 
52, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieutenant 
Colonel A. L. Hough, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant S. W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Gilbert Benson, troop C, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification. —Did steal, and appropriate to his own use and bene¬ 
fit, one (1) pound plug of tobacco, valued about 50 cents, the 
property of another soldier; at Pena Colorado, Texas May 3, 


Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Not Guilty, and the court does therefore acquit him.” 


III. In the foregoing case of Sergeant L. H. Schubert, company 
A, 19th Infantry (first trial), upon the application of the judge 
advocate, the court directed interrogatories and cross-interroga¬ 
tories to be propounded to the principal witness for the prosecu¬ 
tion, Captain George H. Cook, Assistant Quartermaster at Fort 
Union, New Mexico, and ordered the judge advocate to send them 
to the care of this witness. In due time the answers were returned, 
the prisoner entered numerous objections, and the court refused to 
accept the deposition of Captain Cook as evidence. It does not 
appear in the record upon what grounds this action was based; 










the deposition, however, not having been taken according to the 
rules of law, was invalid and, therefore, properly excluded (I, 
Greenleaf, 824, 517, 552). 

The court erred in directing the judge advocate to send the in¬ 
terrogatories to the care of the witness; having ordered the inter¬ 
rogatories and cross-interrogatories to be propounded, the court 
should have caused them to be addressed in the nature of a 
dedimus potestatem to some magistrate, by name, or commissioned 
officer of the army, for which purpose it should have previously 
applied to the convening authority to furnish the name of a suit¬ 
able party. Under a second course, it could have forwarded such 
interrogatories and cross-interrogatories to these headquarters, and 
an officer would have been detailed in special orders by competent 
authority to take the deposition and administer the oath (Revised 
Statutes, 188). 

Either of these methods is sanctioned by law and the practice of 
courts-martial (see Gardner’s Practical Forms, 49); the latter is 
preferable, and general courts-martial are enjoined to follow the 
same, in future cases. 

The large number of documents accompanying the proceedings 
should have been marked in the order of their introduction. 

Paragraph II, General Orders No. 19, of 1875, and General Or¬ 
ders No. 11, of 1880, from these headquarters, requiring that the 
signature of the officer preferring the charges should be included 
in copying the charges into the record, were not complied with. 
Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are approved. 

The investigation of the charges and specifications before the 
court involved the production and examination of the clothing re¬ 
ceipt-rolls and clothing accounts of the non-commissioned staff and 
band of the 19th Infantry, and the returns of clothing, camp and 
garrison equipage of First Lieutenant George H. Cook, Adjutant 
19th Infantry, for the second, third and fourth quarters of 
1880, and the first and second quarters of 1881, and developed 
the fact that clothing to the amount of $105.12 was accounted 
for on the returns of Lieutenant Cook as having been issued 
dining the periods named, while of that amount only $30.04 
were charged upon the clothing book. The latter sum represented 
the true issue, and the government was defrauded of clothing of 
the value of $75.08, by the fraudulent alterations of the receipt- 
rolls and returns by the prisoner, which, it seems, were accomplished 
by him after the papers had been signed by Lieutenant Cook. 
These fraudulent practices, with the illegal disposition of the cloth¬ 
ing resulting therefrom, were made possible through the implicit 
confidence reposed by Lieutenant Cook in the prisoner, by entrusting 
him with the drawing, issuing and keeping of the clothing needed 
for the band, and with the sole custody, keeping and rendering of 
the necessary accounts and returns pertaining to the same, and 
particularly in turning over to him, after completion and siguature, 
not only the papers for transmission to the proper bureau at Wash¬ 
ington, but also the papers to be retained. So skillfully were the 
alterations executed that the accounts passed the administrative 
scrutiny of the staff department to which they pertain. 

The frauds, established in evidence as having been committed 
by the prisoner, are, by far, greater than those with which he was 
charged, and he should consider himself fortunate that the full 
extent of his misdeeds was not known, or even suspected, when the 
charges were preferred upon which he was tried. 





The findings and sentence are approved. The sentence will be 
executed. Fort Brown, Texas, is designated as the place of con¬ 
finement of convict Schubert. 

In the foregoing case of Sergeant L. H. Schubert , company A, 
19th Infantry (second trial), the remarks (first trial), relative to 
the documents appended to the record, and the signature of the 
officer preferring the charges, equally apply. 

Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are approved. 

The clothing receipt-roll of the non-commissioned staff and band, 
for the third quarter of 1881, the clothing accounts and return of 
clothing, camp and garrison equipage, for the same period, of 
Lieutenant George H. Cook, Adjutant 19th Infantry, form the basis 
of proof in this case: by them it is shown that clothing to the 
amount of $28.43 was accounted for on the receipt-roll and quar¬ 
terly return as having been issued, while the various clothing ac¬ 
counts of the enlisted men, to whom the issues were claimed to 
have been made, show that only $10.98 were charged against them 
upon the clothing book. This amount represents the true issue, 
thus showing that the government was defrauded, through the 
fraudulent alterations made by the prisoner, of clothing of the 
value of $17.45. In this case, also, the return, with its voucher, 
containing the false items, had passed the administrative scrutiny 
of the proper staff department; in fact, the latter had no means 
of discovering the fraud. 

The findings and sentence are approved. So much ot the sen¬ 
tence as relates to confinement will be executed upon the comple¬ 
tion of the punishment awarded in the first trial. The prisoner 
will be dishonorably discharged as directed in the first sentence. 
Fort Brown, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Isaac Brown, company D, 19th Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and acquittal in the foregoing case of 
Private Gilbert Benson, troop C, 10th Cavalry, are approved. (Or¬ 
ders have already been issued for his restoration to duty.) 

By ordek of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Adjutant General. 

Official: ^ 


Assistant Adjutant General. 








CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private James McKernan.Troop C, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort Dayis, Texas. 

Private Henry Brown.Troop H, 10th Cavalry. 


At Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Private Harry O. Norton.Company F, 22nd Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 3,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 22. f 

I. Before a general court-martial -which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, April 17,1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Orders No. 
37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which First 
Lieutenant Edmund Luff, 8th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant M. C. Martin, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private James McKernan, troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Was found drunk on his guard: at camp near 
mouth of Pecos River, Texas, March 4, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his troop; at Fort 
Clark, Texas, from May 11 to 18, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification “Not Guilty.” 

To specification second charge “Not Guilty,' but admits 
the facts as stated in the specification.” 

To second charge “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

Of specification second charge “Finds the facts as 
stated but attach no criminality thereto.” 

Of second charge “Not Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of two (2) months forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for the same 
period.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, May 23,1882, pursuant to para graph II, Special Orders No! 
52, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieutenant 
Colonel A. L. Hough, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant S. W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 













Private Henry Brown, troop H, lOtlx Cavalry. 

^ Charge I. — “Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, or through neglect lose, one cavalry great 
coat, valued at $12.70; at Port Davis, Texas, April 17,1882. 

Charge II. — “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been placed under charge of an instructor 
for drill, did refuse to drill, saying “that he did not propose 
to learn drill,” did attempt to strike his instructor with his 
carbine, and did seize a number of cartridges and threaten 
“to fix” the latter; at Port Davis, Texas, April 20, 1882. 

Additional Charge.— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order 
and military discipline.” 

Specification. —Being a prisoner, under charge of the police ser¬ 
geant, upon being ordered to go to work by said sergeant, 
did resist him and threaten to murder him, and did raise a 
hoe in a threatening manner towards him; at Port Davis, 
Texas, June 12, 1882. 

Plea.— To first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification “Not Guilty.” 

To additional charge and specification “Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “ To be dishonorably discharged from the service of 
the United States to forfeit all pay and allowances due him or that 
may become due him and to be confined at such place as the review¬ 
ing authority may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Dun¬ 
can, Texas, April 10, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 38, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Lieutenant Colonel A. J. Dallas, 22nd Infantry, is presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant J. H. Wills, 22nd Infantry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Harry 0. Norton, company P, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I. — “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification. —Disorderly and noisy in the mess-room of his com¬ 
pany, using foul language, and refusing to keep quiet; at 
Port Duncan, Texas, June 16, 1882. 

Charge II. — “Lying out of his quarters, in violation of the 31st 
Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did lie out of his quarters, -without leave, night of 
June 16, 1882; at Port Duncan, Texas. 

Charge III. — “Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
at Fort Duncan, Texas, from 7 a. m., June 16, to 4 a. m., 
June 17,1882. 

Charge IV. — “Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company morning 
drill; at Fort Duncan, Texas, June 16, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— u To be confined at hard labor under charge of 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of three (3) months and to forfeit to the United States five dollars 
of his pay per month during the same period." 





IV. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates James McKernan, troop C, 8th Cavalry, ana 
Harry 0. Norton, company F, ‘22nd Infantry, are approved, and 
the sentences will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Henry Brown, troop H, 10th Cavalry, are approved. 

The prisoner, at the time of the commission of the offenses with 
which he was originally charged, had not quite completed the first 
month of his term of enlistment; being a recruit, he needs disci¬ 
pline rather than removal from the service. The sentence is, there¬ 
fore, mitigated to confinement at hard labor, under charge of the 
guard at the post where his troop may be stationed, for six months, 
with forfeiture of ten dollars per month during the same period. 
As thus mitigated, the sentence will be execute'd. 

By order op Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 











CASES TRIED. 


Private Moses Hill 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 

.Troop D, 10th Cavalry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 


1. Private George I. Lawson. 

2. Private Perry Davis. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Private Elias Fisher.Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 


At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

1. Private James Daly.Company E, 22nd Infantry. 

2. Private Patrick Russell.Company E, 22nd Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 18,1882. 
General Court-Martial i 
Orders No. 23. \ 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, March 28, 1882, pursuant to paragraph VI, Special 
Orders No. 29, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Captain T. E. Rose, 16th Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant J. T. Morrison, Adjutant 10th Cavalry, is judge advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Moses Hill, troop D, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and mili tary dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification. —While a prisoner under guard, at stables grooming 
his horse, did assault his first sergeant, in the discharge of 
his duties, by striking him on the head and face; at sub¬ 
post Head of North Concho, Texas, May 21, 1882. 

Plea. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for one month, 
and to forfeit his pay for the same period.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, May 23,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
52, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieutenant 
Colonel A. L. Hough, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant S. W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private George I. Lawson, troop A, 10th Cavalry. 

















Charge I.—“Violation of the 51st Article of War.” 

Four specifications. —Advising and persuading soldiers of his troop 
to desert the service of the United States; at Fort Quitman, 
Texas, between April 8 and May 23, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification. —Did steal and carry away one uniform great coat, 
valued at $12.70, the property of another soldier; at Fort 
Quitman, Texas, May 23, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Quitman, Texas, and did remain 
absent in desertion from 11:30, night of May 23, 1882, to 3 
a. m„ May 24, 1882. 

Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the first and second charges, and specifications, 
“Not Guilty.” 

Of the specification third charge “Guilty except the 
words ‘did desert said service’ and ‘in desertion’ 
substituting for the words ‘did desert said service’ 
the words ‘did remain absent from his troop and 
camp without permission from proper authority. ’ 
Of the excepted words ‘not guilty’ and of the sub¬ 
stituted words ‘guilty. ’ ’ ’ 

Of the third charge “Not Guilty but guilty of 
absence without leave.” 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the period of one month and to forfeit to the UnitedStates 
one month’s pay.” 

2. Private Perry Davis , troop B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Theft, in violation of the 6‘2nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did steal and carry away one pistol, valued at $7.50, 
the property of another soldier; at camp near Eagle Springs, 
Texas, June 17, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorable / discharged from the service of 
the United States with the loss of all pay and allowances due him 
or that may become due him and to be confined at hard labor at 
such place as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of 
two (2) years.” 

III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, April 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 37, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major S. S. Sumner, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieuten¬ 
ant G. K. Spencer, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 

Private Elias Fisher, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort McIntosh, Texas, May 15, 1882, 
apprehended at Brenham, Texas, June 20, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding.— ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to be¬ 
come due, and then to be confined in charge of the guard at such 
place as the proper authority may direct for four years." 






IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, July 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph VI 
Special Orders No. 72, current series, from these headquarters’, 
and of which Captain J. B. Irvine, 22nd Infantrv, is president 
and First Lieutenant W. H. Kell, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate ’ 
were arraigned and tried: 


1. Private James Daly, company E, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried by garrison court-martial for ab¬ 
sence without leave, as per Orders No. 67, series of 1882, 
post of San Antonio, Texas, found guilty and fined $10, did] 
nevertheless, m contempt of the punishment so awarded 
him, again absent himself from his company and quarters, 
without leave from his commanding officer, from about noon 
July 3, 1882, until about noon July 6, 1882. 

Pt.ui -“fllGl+TT ” 
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Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, where his company may be serving, for the period of two (2) 
months, and to forfeit $10.00 of his pay per month for the same 
period.’' 


2. Private Patrick Russell, company E, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge.— “Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and punished by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial, for absence without leave, in violation 
of the 32nd Article of War, and like offenses, on seven 
separate occasions, and having been confined for absenting 
himself from parade, June 22, 1882, and released therefrom 
without trial, did, nevertheless, in contempt of the punish¬ 
ments awarded him by the courts above cited, and in disre¬ 
gard of his late confinement, again absent himself from his 
companv and quarters, without leave from his commanding 
officer, trom about noon July 3, 1882, until about noon Julv 
6, 1882. J 
Plea. —“Guilty. ” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor at the post where his 
company may be serving for four (4) months, and to forfeit to the 
United States $10.00 of his pay, per month, for the same period .” 


V. In the foregoing case of Private Moses Hill, troop D, 10th 
Cavalry, the proceedings and findings are approved. 

The prisoner, after pleading guilty, urged in his statement that 
he was provoked to commit the assault by the conduct of his first 
sergeant, who cursed him in a manner so profane and aggravating 
that he lost all self control. The court inquired into this state¬ 
ment: one witness denied, and two others confirmed it. The mild 
sentence imposed justifies the presumption that the court gave 
credence to the testimony of the latter. 

While the prisoner’s conduct deserves punishment, that of the 
first sergeant was very reprehensible, and needs correction. 

The sentence is approved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates George I. Lawson, troop A, 10th Cavalry, James Daly 
and Patrick Russell, company E, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and 
the sentences will be executed. 






The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Perry Davis , troop B, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The sentence, 
except so much thereof as imposes confinement for more than one 
year, is approved, and, as thus approved, will be executed. Until 
further orders, Port Davis, Texas, is designated as the place of 
confinement. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Elias Fisher, troop F, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The sentence, 
except so much thereof as imposes confinement for more than two 
years, is approved, and, as thus approved, will be executed. Until 
further orders, Fort McIntosh, Texas, is designated as the place of 
confinement. 

By order op Brigadier General Augur : 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Adjutant General. 



Assistant Adjutant General. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Jacob E. Riedinger.Company K, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Private Fritz Jeffre.Company G, 1st Infantry. 


At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

1. Private Edward Drechxlar . Troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private James Gilley.Troop B, 8th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 25, 1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 24. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain' 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Jacob E. Riedinger, company K, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specif cation. —Having been tried, convicted and punished by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for violation of the 32nd, 33rd and 62nd 
Articles of War, on four separate occasions, did, nevertheless, 
at Fort Clark, Texas, July 14, 1882, in contempt of the pun¬ 
ishments awarded him by the courts above cited, again ab¬ 
sent himself without leave from reveille roll-call of nis com¬ 
pany. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, May 23,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
52, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieutenant 
Colonel A. L. Hough, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant S. W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Fritz Jeffre, company G, 1st Infantry. 

Charge. —‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Davis, Texas, April 24, 1882, sur¬ 
rendered himself at camp near Presidio, Texas, May 14,1882. 
Plea. —To the specification, “Not Guilty, hut guilty of absence 
without leave.” 














To the charge, “Not Guilty, but guilty of absence with¬ 
out leave.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘did 
desert,’ substituting therefor the words ‘did absent 
himself without authority from,’ and of the except¬ 
ed words ‘Not Guilty’ and the substituted words 
Guilty. 

Of the charge, “Not Guilty, but guilty of absence 
without leave.” 

Sentence. “To be confined at hard labor in charqe of the 
guard for the period of four (4) months and to forfeit to the United 
states ms pay for the same period.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, April 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Spe- 
cial Orders No. 41, current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major R. H. Offley, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant H. L. Robebts, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Edward Drechxlar, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Having’ been demanded of his superior officer 
by the deputy sheriff of Starr county, Texas, to answer be¬ 
fore the civil authorities for an offense committed in the 
town of Rio Grande city, Texas, and having been lawfully 
°£ -2^ troop commander to accompany said deputy 

sheriff, did refuse to obey said lawful order; and haying 
been lawfully ordered by his post commander to accompany 
said deputy sheriff, did refuse to obey said lawful order; at 
Fort Ringgold, Texas, June 1, 1882. 


Plea. To the first specification, “Guilty, excepting the words 
‘lawfully’ and ‘lawful.’ ” 

To the second specification, “Guilty, excepting the words 
‘lawfully’ and ‘lawful.’ ” 

To the charge, “Not Guilty.” 

F inding. —Of the first specification, “Guilty, excepting the words 
‘having been demanded of his superior officer by 
the deputy sheriff of Starr county, State of Texas,’ 
also the word ‘demand’ and the words ‘deputy 
sheriff, ’ substituting for the first excepted words, 
the words ‘having been arrested by the constable 
of Starr county, State of Texas, ’ for the second ex¬ 
cepted word, the word ‘arrest,’ and for the third 
excepted words, the word ‘constable;’ of the ex¬ 
cepted words ‘Not Guilty, ’ of the substituted words 
‘Guilty.’ ” 

Of the second specification, (same as of the first spec¬ 
ification. ) 

Of’the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States all pay and allow¬ 
ances that are now due or mag become due him, to be dishonorably 
discharged the service of the United States and to be confined at such 
place as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of two 
years.” 


2. Private James Gilley, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 
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Charge. —“Violation of tlie 39th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found sleeping upon his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort Ringgold. Texas, about 4:80 a. m., June 27, 1882. 
Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Not Guilty, and the court does therefore acquit him.” 


IV. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates Jacob E. Riedinger, company K, 22nd. Infantry, 
and Fritz Jeff re, company G, 1st Infantry, are approved, and the 
sentences will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Edward Drechxlar, troop B, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The pro¬ 
vision in the sentence for dishonorable discharge is disapproved. 
So much of the remainder of the sentence as admits of confinement 
at bard labor, under charge of the guard at the station of his troop, 
for six months, and forfeiture of $60.00 of his pay, is approved; as 
thus approved, the sentence will be executed. 

In the foregoing case of Private James Gilley , troop B, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, the prisoner, at his request, was sworn as a witness in his 
own behalf, but, instead of testifying to facts relevant to the issue, 
the court erroneously permitted him to argue upon the testimony 
already produced before the court. Accused parties, testifying, 
have no exceptional status or privileges; their testimony is subject 
to the same rules of evidence as that of other witnesses. 

Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are approved. The 
findings and acquittal are approved. (Orders have already been 
issued for the release of the prisoner.) 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 












CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Brown, Texas. 

Private James Williams.Company B, 19th Infantry. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

1. Private George B. Nickerson.Troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private Joe Randson.Troop C. 8th Cavalry. 

3. Private Alfred S. Carder.Company I, 22nd Infantry. 


At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

Private Charles B. Morrow.Company E, 22nd Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 14 , 1882 . 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 25. i 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, July 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Orders 
No. 71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain W. J. Lyster, 19th Infantry, js president, and First 
Lieutenant S. C. Vedder, Regimental Quartermaster 19th In¬ 
fantry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private James Williams, company B, 19th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specif cation. —Deserted at Fort Brown, Texas, June 20, 1882, ap¬ 
prehended near Brownsville, Texas, June 22, 1882. 

Plea. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged from the service of 
the United States, with loss of all pay and allowances, and to be 
confined at hard labor at such place as the reviewing authority may 
direct for the period of two years.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 18, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private George B. Nickerson, troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, May 11, 1882, ap¬ 
prehended, by civil authority, July 13, 1882, at or near Bee- 
ville, Bee County, Texas. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, or through his neglect lose, articles of 
ordnance and ordnance stores, valued at $5.88; at Fort 
Clark, Texas, May, 11, 1882. 















F inijing.—‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. “To suffer a stoppage of Five 58-100 Dollars of his 
pag and then to be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the United 

2. Private Joe Randson , troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

“n iolat , io ? of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification .—Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, July 13 1882 an- 
1882 entied ’ ln Cltizen clotll ing, near Uvalde, Texas, July 14, 
Plea. —‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

rs>ti sis^zr^gtt". - “■ 

3. Private Alfred S . Carder , company I, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.— “Violation of the 17th Article of War ” 

Specification.— Did sell or through neglect lose, articles of ordnance 
jSly' UU882.'* S ’ 6d at f8 ’ 32; at Fort Clark - Texas? 

Charge II.-“Desertion, in violation ofthe 47th Article ofWar ” 
Specif cation.--Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, July 15 1882 an- 
post^same day' Mud ^ TeXaS ’ aboat ^ “iles from Z 
Plea.— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

T^“M,Hf r ^SZ f ZT,tr p ^‘” " ,epnj “ r au,hm ' ,p -<•» 

Pnvate Charles B . Morrow , company E, 22nd Infantry 
Charge.- 1 *Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

his su "^ **» Mt » fs “ A - 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding .—“Guilty. ’ ’ 

UTld^iSf Smes Un (10) doltars of his ™ ** •**» 


c9sJnf T pS^w dlng V fi ?7^ insrS and sentence in the foregoing 
case of Pnvate James U ilhams, company B, 19th Infantry are 
approved. In consideration of the time he has been in confine- 
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ment awaiting trial and sentence, the period of twenty-two days 
of the confinement is remitted; as thus mitigated, the sentence 
will be executed. Until further orders, Fort Brown, Texas, is 
designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates George B. Nickerson, troop A, and Joe Randson, troop 
C, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and the sentences will be executed. 
Until further orders, Fort Clark, Texas, is designated as the place 
of confinement. 

In the foregoing case of Private Alfred S. Carder, company I, 
22nd Infantry, the proceedings are approved. The prosecution 
should have accompanied the proof of desertion with proper evi¬ 
dence of an enlistment or its equivalent: the lalter consists of 
evidence that the prisoner received the pay, or did the duties, of a 
soldier. In a subsequent stage of the proceedings, however, the 
prisoner furnished sufficient proof to justify the conclusion that he 
was a duly enlisted soldier. Subject to these remarks, the find¬ 
ings are approved; the sentence is approved, and will be executed. 
Until further orders, Fort Clark, Texas, is designated as the place 
of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Charles B. Morrow, company E, 22nd Infantry, are ap¬ 
proved. Two months of the confinement and forfeiture imposed 
are remitted; the sentence, as thus mitigated, will be executed. 

By okdek of Brigadier General Augur; 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 










HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 21, 1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 26. 1 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas. July 17, 1882, pursuant to paragraph YI, 
Special Orders No. 72, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain J. B. Irvine, 22nd Infantry, is president, 
and First Lieutenant W. H. Kell, 22nd Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Private Henry Helltnich, band, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for violation of the 82nd Article of War, 
as published in Orders Nos. 69, 86 and 104, post of San An¬ 
tonio, Texas, series of 1882, did, in contempt of the punish¬ 
ments so awarded him, again absent himself without leave 
from post of San Antonio, Texas, from noon August 7,1882, 
to noon August 10, 1882. 

Plea. —To the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘in con¬ 
tempt of the punishments awarded him,’ of the ex¬ 
cepted words not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.’ 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ Toforfeit to the United States ten dollars per month 
of his pay for three months, and to he confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard for the same period.” 


II. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Private Henry Helltnich, band, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. 


III. In the publication of the case of Private Alfred S. Carder , 
company I, 22nd Infantry, in paragraph II, of General Court-Alar- 
tial Orders No. 25, of August 14,1882, the first part of the sentence 
of the court, as originally approved by the reviewing authority, was 
inadvertently omitted, viz: “To suffer a stoppage of $3.82 of his 
pay and then * * * (as heretofore published).” 

The stoppage will be entered upon the muster-roll. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 



Assistant Adjutant General. 










CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

SStE 

At Fort Davis, Texas. 

i: 

At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 28,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 27. } 

r , I- Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II. Special Orders No’ 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried : 

1. Private George Branch, troop D, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Three specifications .—Using insulting and abusive language to 
another soldier in his troop barracks; lying in waiting, out¬ 
side his troop barracks, with the intention of doing bodily 
harm to another soldier; using insulting and abusive lan¬ 
guage to the sergeant in charge of his squad room • at cumn 
Del Rio, Texas. April 16, 1882. V 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications .—Absence without leave from his troop July 15 
to 16. 1882, and July 22 to 23,1882; at camp Del Rio, Texas. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification .—Absence without leave from his guardmounting- at 
camp Del Rio, Texas, July 15, 1882. 

Charge IV—"Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Four specifications .—While absent without leave, did ride into 
camp, in a carriage driven by a citizen, and attempt to ride 
away and continue in his absence without leave; having 
been stopped by his commanding officer, did neglect to obey 
his repeated orders, to get out of the carriage in which he was 
riding, until compelled to do so by force; having been or¬ 
dered by his commanding officer to go to the guardhouse 
did neglect to obey said order until compelled by force; while 
being in arrest, having been ordered by his commanding offi¬ 
cer to take a cigar from his mouth did neglect to do so until 
compelled by force; at camp Del Rio, Texas, July 23, 1882. 













Plea..—T o first, charge and specifications, “Not guilty.” 

To second charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

To third charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 

To first specification fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

To second and third specifications, fourth charge, “Not 

m ” 

To fourtn specification fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

To fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to 
be confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority 
may direct for the period of two years.” 

2. Private William C. Myers, company B, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
July 30, 1832, to August 4, 1832, Fort Clark, Texas. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, or through neglect lose, one blanket and 
one^blouse, valued at $7.18; at Fort Clark, Texas, July 30, 


Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of second charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 

Sentence. —To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month 
of his pay, for two months. ” 

3. Private James Dawson, company G, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification. —“In this: that Private James Dawson, company G, 
22nd Infantry, on or about July 15, 1882, at Brackettvilie, 
Kinney county, Texas, one Winchester carbine, of the value 
of twenty dollars, of the goods and chattels of one Bud Pul¬ 
liam, then and there being found, feloniously did steal, take 
and carry away, and then bring the same into the military 
post of Fort Clark, Texas, where he did secrete the said 
property in the quarters of troop E, 8th Cavalry.” 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘of the 
value of twenty dollars, of the goods and chattels 
of one Bud Pulliam, ’ and the words ‘feloniously 
steal,take and carry away, and then, ’ and the words 
‘where he did secrete the said property in the quar¬ 
ters of troop E, 8th Cavalry,’ and of the excepted 
words not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — u To forfeit to the United States Seven 50-100 Dol¬ 
lars per month of his pay for two months.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, August 14,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 83, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Cap¬ 
tain L. H. Carpenter, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant S. W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, were 
Arraigned and tried: 






1. Private William Brent, troop H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification 1st .—Did steal from the stables of his troop, and 
wrongfully dispose of, one sack of corn, valued at *'1.00, the 
property of the United States; at Fort Davis, Texas, July 
28, 1882. 

Specification 2nd. —Did steal from the stables of his troop, and 
wrongfully dispose of, two sacks of corn, valued at $6.00, the 
property of the United States; at Fort Davis, Texas, July 

Plea. —'‘Not guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the first specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, “Guilty, except the words 
‘and wrongfully dispose of,’ and of the excepted 
words not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — 11 To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States to forfeit all pay and allowances due him or tobecome 
due him and to be confined at such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of one (1) year.” 

2. Private William Cook, troop K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military dis¬ 
cipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did fail to perform, properly, any duty whatsoever, 
from July 20, 1882, to July 25, 1882, by feigning soreness 
and pain from an old injury in his right shoulder, contracted 
while out of service, and pretending that he could not use 
his right arm in the performance of his duties; at Fort Davis, 
Texas. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —“Not guilty, and the court does therefore acquit him.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 80, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain P. H. Remington, 19th Infantry is president, and First 
Lieutenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James Nolan, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted March 21, 1882, surrendered himself Au¬ 
gust 19, 1882; at Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Plea. —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances, and then to be 
confined at hard labor at 'such military prison as the proper author¬ 
ity may direct for two (2) years.” 

2. Musician Harry B. Smith, company I, 19th Infantry. 
Charge. —“Violation of the 47tli Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Ringgold, Texas, July 11, 1882, 
surrendered himself as a deserter, at Fort McIntosh, Texas, 
July 23. 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Guilty. ’ ’ 
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Sentence.— “To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United Mates, forfeiting all pay due or to become due andtobe con- 
direct M two (2,Tyear pUU * *** reviewing authority may 

IV - 'P 1 ® proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
1^77 «° f ?> nva . te f Myers, company B, 22nd Infantry^ 

Bmd, troop H, 10th Cavalry, and James Nolan, troop F 
8th Cavalry, are approved, and the sentences will be executed 
Until further orders, Fort Davis, Texas, is designated as the place 
of confinement of convict William Brent, and Fort McIntosh, 
Texas, m the case of convict James Nolan 

fi , nd i n fe rs aad acquittal in the foregoing case of 
Private If ilham Cool-, troop K, 10th Cavalry, are approved. He 
has already been released from confinement. 

In the foregoing case of Private Janies Dawson , company G, 22nd 
Intantiy, the proceedings are approved. No evidence having been 
eStabh , S1 lar «i n y alleged, the whole specification 
falls to the ground. Ihe findings and sentence are disapproved. 

In the foregoing case of Private George Branch, troop D, 8th 
Cavahy the attention of the court is called to the irregular manner 
pf recording the swearing of the members of the court and the 
.judgeadvocate, viz: ‘‘The court, including the judge advocate, were 
then duly sworn,” etc. (See G. C. M. 0. 12, A. G 0., 1877). Sub- 
£*5 to tbese re marks, the proceedings are approved. The findings 
and sentence are approved. 'The sentence is mitigated to confine¬ 
ment at hard labor under charge of the guard, at the post where 
the prisoner stroop may be serving, for eight months, and for¬ 
feiture of ten dollars of his pay per month during the same period; 
mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 
tp mregoing case 0 f Musician Harry B. Smith, company I, 
mil Intantiy, the prisoner made a verbal statement, after the 
conclusion of which he desired to be sworn to it. A member of 
the court very properly objected thereto, but the court erroneously 
statement objectlon ’ and the prisoner was then sworn to his 

The attention of the court is called to that part of the remarks, 
made by the Department Commander, in the case of Private Mc- 
Cterg, published m General Court-Martial Orders No. 13, current 
series, from these headquarters, which treats of an irregularity of 
the sanie nature. J 

Subject to these remarks, the proceedings are approved 
Under the peculiar circumstances of the case, the sentence is 
mitigated to confinement at hard labor under charge of the quard y 
at the station of his company, for six months, and'forfeiture of ten 
dollars of his pay per month for the same period; as thus miti¬ 
gated, the sentence will be executed. 

By order op Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 7,1882. 
General Court-Martial ? 

Orders No. 28. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, August 15, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 81, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Lieu¬ 
tenant Colonel J. F. Wade, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Captain 
R. G. Smither, 10th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 

First Lieutenant Charles E. Nordstrom, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mil¬ 
itary discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —“In this: that First Lieutenant Charles E. Nord¬ 
strom, 10th Cavalry, when transferring to Captain Nicholas 
Nolan, 10th Cavalry, the property pertaining to troop A, 
10th Cavalry, and being assisted therein by First Sergeant 
Thomas H. Allsup, of said troop and regiment, did, upon 
being informed by the said First Sergeant Thomas H. Allsup, 
that certain articles of said property were missing, address— 
in the presence of officers and enlisted men of troop A, 10th 
Cavalry, and in the hearing of civilians—the said First Ser¬ 
geant Thomas H. Allsup in the following threatening, abus¬ 
ive and profane language: ‘You-scoundrel, I will 

put every pound of this property, that is missing, on your 
muster rolls,’ or words to that effect, and did further threat¬ 
eningly approach the said First Sergeant Thomas H. Allsup, 
of said troop and regiment, and did boisterously say to him: 

‘Don’t look at me, —-you, keep your eyes to the 

front I say, I’ll discipline you, you-scoundrel,’ or 

words to that effect; and did then approach Captain Nicho¬ 
las Nolan, 10th Cavalry, his troop commander, and did, in 
the presence and hearing of officers, enlisted men and civil¬ 
ians, as aforesaid, address his said troop commander in words 
as follows: ‘Captain, I want to say to you, in the presence of 
that man’—meaning the aforesaid first sergeant—‘if he ever 

gives me any of his---impudence again, I will kill 

him, I advise you to caution him, for I will kill him, sure,’ 
or words to that effect, and did continue to repeat said threat¬ 
ening, profane and abusive language, although frequently 
remonstrated with by his commanding officer, the said Cap¬ 
tain Nicholas Nolan, 10th Cavalry; all this without just 
cause or provocation, and to the detriment of the discipline 
of said troop, and the great scandal of the service. This at 
sub-post of Fort Quitman, Texas, on or about June 20,1882.” 

Charge II.—“Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, 
in violation of the 61st Article of War.” 

Specification. —“In that First Lieutenant Charles E. Nordstrom, 
10th Cavalry, when transferring to Captain Nicholas Nolan, 
10th Cavalry, the public property pertaining to troop A, 10th' 
Cavalry, did, when informed by First Sergeant Thomas H. 
Allsup, of said troop and regiment, that certain articles were 









missing, address the said first sergeant in the following pro¬ 
fane, threatening and abusive language: ‘You-- 

scoundrel, I’ll put every pound of this property that is miss¬ 
ing on your muster-rolls * * * Don’t look at me,- 

-you, keep your eyes to the front I say, I’ll discipline 

you, you--scoundrel,’ or words to that effect. This 

to the great scandal of the public service; at sub-post at Fort 
Quitman, Texas, on or about June 20, 1882.” 

Plea. —To the specification first charge, “Guilty, except ihe 

vvnrrls ‘a.nrl in flip Tipp.rino* nf rvivi linns ’ ‘inrl fhp w/vrrla 


words ‘and in the hearing of civilians, ’ and the words 

‘abusive and profane,’ and ‘you-^gcoundrel,’ 

and ‘or words to that effect,’ and ‘threatingly,’ and 
the words ‘I’ll discipline you, you -- - - scoun¬ 

drel, or words to that effect,’ and the words ‘and civ¬ 
ilians,’ and the word ‘-’ before ‘damned impu¬ 

dence,’ substituting therefor ‘damned insolence,’ and 
of the words ‘will kill him, sure, ’ substituting there¬ 
for the words ‘for I will do as I say,’ and the words 
‘and did continue to repeat said threatening, profane 
and abusive language, although frequently remon¬ 
strated with by his commanding officer, the said Cap¬ 
tain Nicholas Nolan, 10th Cavalry,’ and also of the 
words ‘all this without just cause or provocation and 
the great scandal of the service,’ and of the excepted 



To the second charge and its specification, "a special 
plea in bar of trial,” sustained by the court. 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be reduced in rank, so that Ms name shall here¬ 
after be borne on the rolls of the army, next after that of First Lieu¬ 
tenant Mason M. Maxon, Tenth Cavalry.” 


' II. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of First Lieutenant Charles E. Nordstrom., 10th Cavalry, are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentence will be executed. He will be released 
from arrest and restored to duty. 

By oitDEii of Brigadier General Augur: 


G. B. RUSSELL, 
Captain 9th Infantry, A. D. C. 


Official: 







CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. , 

1. Private Chtu-Ies McCabe —. Company C, 22nd Infantry. 

2. Private .James Kennedy.Company K, 22nd Infantry. 

3. Private John E. White.Company K, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 

1. Private Isaac E. Stranahan. Company B, 16th Infantry. 

2. Private John Simmons .Company G, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Private Howard Burss.Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 8,1882. 
General Court-Martial > 

Orders No. 29. J 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Charles McCabe, company C, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Painted Cave, Texas, April 2,1882, ap¬ 
prehended by the Texas State troops at or near Pecos River, 
Texas, August 8, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘ap¬ 
prehended by the Texas State troops at or nea^ 
Pecos River,Texas,’ substituting therefor the words 
‘turned over to the post guard at Fort Clark, Texas, 
as a deserter,’ and of the excepted words not guil¬ 
ty-” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —'"To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to 
be confined in such place as the proper authority may direct for the 
period of two years.” 

2. Private James Kennedy, company K, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 47tli Article of War.” 

Specification .—Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, January 23, 1882. 
apprehended at or near Vinegaronne, Texas, August 2,1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘appre¬ 
hended at or near Vinegaronne, Texas, ’ and the 
figure ‘2nd,’ substituting therefor the words 
‘brought back to tli& post of Fort Clark, Texas,’ 
and the figure ‘12th,’ and of the excepted words 
not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
















United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to he 
. .. 

3. Private John E. White, company K, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 47th Article of War ” 
Specification .—Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, March 14, 1882 ap- 
prehended at or near Vinegaronne, Texas, August 2, 1882 

1 lea.— Not guilty. 

Finding.— Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘ap¬ 
prehended at or near Vinegaronne, Texas,’ and 
the figure ‘2nd,’ substituting therefor ‘brought back 
to the,post of Fort Clark, Texas,’ and the figure 
„ „ an( l °t the excepted words not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence.—T o foe dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to he 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of two years.” J 


H. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con- 

cho, Texas August 21, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 87, current senes from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain T. E. Rose, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second Lieu¬ 
tenant William Lassiter, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: ’ 

I. Private Isaac E. Stranahan, company B, 16th Infantry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War ” 

Specification. Did feloniously cut and stab, with a knife, another 
soldier: at San Angelo, Texas, July 18, 1882 

Plea.—“N ot guilty.” 

Finding.— Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘felon¬ 
iously and ‘and stab,’ and of the excepted words 
not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence.—“ 2’o he confined at hard labor, in charge of the 
guard where his company may he serving, for the period of two (2) 
nW and t0j0>:feit ten (1<)) dollars of his pay for the same pe- 

2. Private John Simmons, company G, 16th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification .—Was found sleeping on his post as a sentinel: at 
Fort McKavett, Texas, July 20, 1882. 

Plea.—“N ot guilty.” 

Finding.—* ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“ To forfeit to the United States his monthly pay for 
three (3) months, and to be confined at hard labor, in charge of the 
guard where his company may be serving, for a period of three (3) 
months. 

T i 11 ; ^ fore a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc- 
Intosh Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 83, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain P. H Remington, 19th Infantry is president, and First 
Lieutenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate 
was arraigned and tried: 
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Private Howard Burss, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Deserted at Fort McIntosh, Texas, July 21,1882, ap¬ 
prehended at Laredo, Texas, August 12, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Did sell, or otherwise dispose of, articles of his cloth¬ 
ing, valued at $20.41, issued to him at Fort McIntosh, Texas, 
July 20, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — 11 To suffer a stoppage of one half of his current pay 
per month until said stoppage amounts to $20.41, to reimburse the 
United States for the value of the clothing disposed of; and then to 
be dishonorably discharged the service of the United'States, forfeit¬ 
ing all pay and allowances then due or to become due, and to be ‘con¬ 
fined at hard labor at such place as the proper authority may direct 
for four (4) years.” 


IV. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates Charles McCabe, company C, and James Kennedy, 
company K, 22nd Infantry, and Isaac E. Stranahan, company B. 
16th Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will he executed. 
Until further orders. Fort Clark, Texas, is designated as the place 
of confinement in the cases of convicts McCabe and Kennedy. 

In the foregoing case of Private John E. White, company K, 
22nd Infantry, the prisoner, in his statement, alleged, as the cause 
of his leaving liis company, ill treatment on the part of his first 
sergeant, and failure of obtaining redress therefor from his com¬ 
pany commander. The court should have investigated this state¬ 
ment, but, having failed to do so, the Department Commander in¬ 
stituted an inquiry which disclosed the fact that the allegations of 
the prisoner were without foundation. For making these false al¬ 
legations. his company commander preferred charges against the 
prisoner, and the commanding officer of the post recommended his 
trial upon the same, but the execution of such a recommendation 
is in contravention of the spirit and tenor of section 860, Revised 
Statutes of the U. S. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the 
sentence will be executed. Until further orders, Fort Clark, Texas, 
is designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
John Simmons, cmnpany G, 16th Infantry, are approved. The 
sentence, though inadequate, is confirmed, and will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Howard Burss, troop F, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The 
term of confinement is reduced to two years; as thus mitigated, the 
sentence will be executed. Until further orders, Fort McIntosh, 
Texas, is designated as the place of confinement . 


By order of Brigadier General Alock: 

G. B. RUSSELL, 


yj G. B. RUSSELL, 

fidptaiu 9th Infantry, A. D. C. 


Captain 9th Infantry, A. D. C. 
















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 19,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 30. J 

The places of confinement of the following named military con¬ 
victs, whose sentences have been published in the general court - 
martial orders set opposite their respective names, and who are 
now undergoing sentence at the posts below stated, are hereby 
changed to the Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, viz: 

At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Eberle, Edward II., late of company D, 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. 
0. 9, current series, D. T. 

McClurg, William, late of troop A, 7th Cavalry, G. C. M. 0.13, 
current series, D. T. 

Elwell, George W., late of company B, 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. 
0. 19, current series, D. T. 

Martin, Hiram, late of company B, 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
19, current series, D. T. 

Converse, Jerome E., late of company H, 16th Infantry, G. C. M. 
0. 20, current series, D. T. 

Nickerson, George B., late of troop A, 8th Cavalry, G. C. M. 0. 
25, current series, D. T. 

Randson, Joe, late of troop C, 8th Cavalry, G. C. M. 0. 25, cur¬ 
rent series, D. T. 

Carder, Alfred S., late of company I. 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
25, current series, D. T. 

McCabe, Charles, late of company C, 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
29, current series, D. T. 

Kennedy, James, late of company K, 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. O. 
29, current series, D. T. 

White, John E., late of company K, 22nd Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
29, current series, D. T. 

At Fort Concho, Texas. 

Jack, Edward, late of company D, 16th Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
10, current series, D. T. 

Wright, John, late of company A, 16th Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 11, 
current series, D. T. 

Boardley, Stephen, late of troop E, 10th Cavalry, G. C. M. 0. 14, 
current series, D. T. 

Shepherd, James, late of company B, 16th Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
14. current series, D. T. 

Bergman, Heinrich, late of company G. 16th Infantry, G. C. M. 
0. 16, current series, D. T. 

At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Mason, Frank A., late of company I, 16th Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
18, current series, D. T. 

Jordan, James, late of company K, 16tli Infantry, G. C. M. 0. 
18, current series, D. T. 

Davis, Perry, late of troop B, 10th Cavalry, G. C. M. 0. 23, cur¬ 
rent series, D. T. 

Brent, William, late of troop H, 10th Cavalry, G. C. M. 0. 27, 
current series, D. T. 










At Fort McIntosh, Texas 

of tI00p p - 8th Ca ~ ,iT ' «• c - »• o. 
«Sr,eri«fD.T'.’ ' ate ° f tM ° P F| 8th Cavalry ' M - »• 15, 
cufrentSes, C ° mPany A ’ 19th Infantry ’ 6 ‘ C ' M - 0- 15. 

re£eries^D^T. la< * ° f tr00P F ’ 8th CaValry ’ G ‘ C ’ M ' °- 23, cur- 
reKries^D! T’ late ° f tr °° P F ’ 8th Cavalry - G ' C ‘ M ' °- 27, cur- 

cuSSeriesTD^ 1 ^ ° f tr °° P F ’ 8th Cavalry ’ G - C M - 29, 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 
cnrrenfserfefl) 1 ? 6 ° f COmpany H - 22nd In fantiy, G. C. M. 0.19, 

1" »P«-' 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 



Assistant Adjutant General. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 20,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No..31. ) 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 83, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain P. H. Remington, 19th Infantry is president, and First 
Lieutenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Private John P. Brandenstien, troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted July 19,1882, surrendered himself July 27, 
1882, at Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. — 11 To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due or to become 
due, and then to be confined at hard labor at such military prison as 
the proper authority may direct for two (2) years.” 


II. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Private John P. Brandenstien, troop F, 8th Cavalry, are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentence will he executed. The Leavenworth 
Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. 
Convict Brandenstien will be held at Fort McIntosh, Texas, until 
further orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 

















CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Thomas F. Richardson .Troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

1. Private Daniel McKenna.Troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private John F. Sheehan.Troop B, 8rh Cavalry. 

3. Private Louis Dyer. .Company H, 19th Infantry. 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

1. Private Bernard Murray.Company A, 22nd infantry. 

2. Private Michael Herlihy.Company E, 22nd Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 21,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 32. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 
Private Thomas F. Richardson, troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark. Texas, May 11, 1882, ap¬ 
prehended at Beeville, Texas, July 13, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did sell, or lose through neglect, ordnance stores 
valued at -$5.04, at Fort Clark, Texas, May 11, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —'“ To suffer a stoppage of five 04-100 dollars of his 
pay, and then to be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority mat) 
direct for the period of two years.” 


II. ^Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, April 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 41, and paragraph III, Special Orders No. 62, cur¬ 
rent series, from these headquarters, and of which Major R. H. 
Offley, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second Lieutenant H. L. 
Roberts, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, were arraigned ancl 
tried: 

1. Private Daniel McKenna, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by 

f amson courts-martial for being drunk, disorderly and un- 
t for duty, as published in Orders Nos. 116 and 132, current 

















series, post of Fort Ringgold, Texas, did, nevertheless, in 
contempt of said punishments, again become drunk and dis¬ 
orderly near his company quarters, and, while being taken 
to the guardhouse, did use vile, filthy and indecent language, 
shouting and screaming, so as to be heard all over the gar¬ 
rison, and did apply this language to officers of the post, by 
name, thereby creating an extraordinary and unusual dis¬ 
turbance; at Fort Ringgold, Texas, about tattoo roll-call, 
August 23, 1882. 

Plea. To the specification “Guilty, excepting the words ‘and 
did a'pply this language to officers' of the post, by 
name.’ ” 

To the charge “Not guilty.” 

Finding.—O f the specification “Guilty, excepting the words 
‘and did apply this language to officers of the post, 
by name,’ and of the excepted words not guilty.” 

Of the charge “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — u To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
L nited States, to forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances 
non- due or to become due him. and. to be confined at hard labor at 
such place as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of 
one(l) year.” 

2. Private John F. Sheehan, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Change. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Four specifications. —Drunk and creating a disturbance in quarters; 
resisting arrest, and did strike his first sergeant with Ins 
clenched fist; assaulting and striking a sergeant, with in¬ 
tent to do him bodily harm; while in confinement, threaten¬ 
ing his first sergeant to mash his head with a carbine; at 
Fort Ringgold, Texas, August 23-24, 1882. 

Plea. —-To the 1st specification “Guilty, excepting the words 
‘did then and there create a disturbance.’ ” 

To the 2nd specification “Guilty, excepting the words 
^ ‘did strike with his clenched fist. ’ ’ ’ 

To the 3rd specification “Guilty, excepting the words 
‘with intent to do him bodily harm.’ ” 

To the 4th specification “Not guilty.” 

To the charge “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence —“'To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
post guard at. the post where his troop maybe serving for the period 
of seven (7) months, and to forfeit to the United States his pay for 
the same period.” 

3. Private Louis Dyer, company H, 19th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military dis¬ 
cipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Three specifications. —Disobedience of a lawful order of a sergeant, 
in command of his detachment; while a prisoner, under 
guard, disobeying the lawful order of his detachment com¬ 
mander; mailing his escape from the guard; at or near 
Edinburg, Texas, between July 29 and August 2, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence from his detachment, without permission 
from proper authority, from 7 a. m., to 7 i*. m., August 2, 
1882; at or near Edinburg, Texas. 





Plea. —In bar of trial, not sustained by the court, then changed 
to “Not guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” . 

Sentence. —' ‘ To be confined at hard tabor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company maybe serving, for the period 
of three (3) months and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dol¬ 
lars Of his pay per month for four (4) months.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, September 14, 1882, pursuant to paragraph 
II, Special Orders No. 98, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain W. R. Livermore, Corps of Engineers, is 
president, and second Lieutenant H. C. Hodges, jr., 22nd Infant¬ 
ry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Bernard Murray, company A, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st. —Having been tried and convicted by garrison 
court-martial for drunkenness, fighting, abusive language, 
and resisting arrest, in violation of the 62nd Article of War, 
.published in Orders No. 2, post of San Antonio, Texas, se¬ 
ries 1882, and having been confined October 23 to 26, 1881, 
for attempting to use violence against a non-commissioned 
officer of his company, and November 24 to 27, 1881, for 
abusive language to his first sergeant, did, in contempt of 
the punishment awarded him by the court, and in disregard 
of the confinements, cited, create a disturbance in his com¬ 
pany quarters August 20, 1882, did disobey the lawful order 
of a corporal, to keep quiet, did refuse to be arrested, and 
did use threatening and abusive language to the said cor¬ 
poral; at post of San Antonio, Texas. 

Specification 2nd. —(Recites the same previous acts committed by 
him, as set forth in the 1st specification,) did, in contimpt 
of the punishment awarded him by the court, and in disre¬ 
gard of the confinements, cited, forcibly resist a sergeant in 
the discharge of his duty, did attempt to inake an assault 
upon him, and did use insulting and abusive language to 
the said sergeant; at post of San Antonio, Texas, August 
20, 1882. 

Specification 3rd. —Did use abusive and insulting language, in his 
_ company’s messroom, towards the company cook, and did 
offer violence to the said cook; at post of San Antonio, Texas, 
August 20, 1882. 

Specification 4th. —Drunk in his company quarters, and unable to 
properly perform his duties as a soldier; at post of San An¬ 
tonio, Texas, August 20, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

F inding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“ To be confined in the guardhouse, at hard labor, 
at the post where his company may be serving, for two (2) months 
and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his monthly 
pay for the period of four (4) months.” 

2. Private Michael Herlihy, company E, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial, for absence without leave, published in 
Orders No. 43, post of San Antonio, Texas, 1882, and for 
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absence without leave, published in Orders No. 69, of same 
post, 1882, and for absence without leave, published in Or¬ 
ders No. 90, of same post, 1882, did, nevertheless, and in 
contempt of said punishments, again absent himself from 
his' company and quarters, without leave, from reveille Sep¬ 
tember 8, 1882, to reveille September 12, 1882; at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas. 

Plea .—‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —‘ ‘ To forfeit to the United States Uvelve (12) dollars of 
his pay per month for the period of four (4) months, and to he con¬ 
fined at hard labor under charge of the guard at the post where his 
company may he serving for the same period.” 


IV. In the foregoing case of Private Thomas F. Richardson, 
troop A, 8th Cavalry, the prisoner plead guilty to the second charge 
and its specification, but, subsequently, in his address to the court, 
made a statement in contradiction of his plea, upon which no ac¬ 
tion was taken by the court. 

The prisoner further stated that fear of bodily harm, from a mem¬ 
ber of his troop, induced him to desert. The court failing to in¬ 
vestigate this statement, the Department Commander caused an 
inquiry to be made, and from the report of the commanding officer 
troop A, 8th Cavalry, it appears that while the prisoner’s fears were 
groundless, yet his statement was deserving of credence. 

Subject to those remarks, the proceedings are approved. The 
findings upon the first charge and its specification are approved. 
The findings upon the second charge and its specification are dis¬ 
approved. The sentence, except so much thereof as relates to the 
stoppage of $5.04 of the prisoner’s pay, is approved. Upon the 
recommendation of his post commander, and in view of the cir¬ 
cumstances under which the prisoner deserted, as already referred 
to, the sentence is remitted. (Orders have already been issued for 
his restoration to duty.) 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Daniel McKenna, troop B, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. The post where his former troop 
may be stationed is designated as the place of confinement of con¬ 
vict McKenna. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John F. Sheehan, troop B, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The 
forfeiture of pay is reduced to $10.00 per month during the period 
of confinement; as thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Private Louis Dyer, 
company H, 19th Infantry, are confirmed. The findings and sen¬ 
tence- are approved. In consideration of the length of time the 
prisoner has been in confinement awaiting trial and sentence, the 
period of nineteen days of the confinement is remitted; as thus 
mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates Bernard Murray, company A, and Michael Herlihy, 
company E, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will 
be executed. 


Y. General Court-Martial Orders No. 29, of the 8th instant, from 
these headquarters, case of Private John Simmons, company G, 
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16th Infantry, should read “ Timmons” wherever the name of “Sim¬ 
mons” occurs; the prisoner having been tried under the former 
name, the latter being a clerical error, made in the publication of 
the case. 


By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


Official: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 










CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Victor Horey.Company B, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 

Private Samuel J. Wisler.Company H, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Trumpeter Henry McAllister.Troop F, 8th Cavalry. 


At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

Private Charles H. Gould.Company H, 22nd Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 26,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 83. j 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 
Private Victor Horey, company B, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at Fort Duncan, Texas, August 20, 1881, 
apprehended near Pecos River, Texas, August 8, 1882. 
Charge II.—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Did steal a gold watch, valued at $65, the property 
of another soldier; at Fort Duncan, Texas, July 25, 1881. 
Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —* ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such penitentiary as the proper authority 
may'direct for the period of seven years. 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, August 21, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 87, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain T. E. Rose, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second Lieu¬ 
tenant William Lassiter, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Samuel J. Wisler, company H, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did, in disregard of the refusal of his company com¬ 
mander to excuse him from tattoo roll-call, fail to appear at 
the said roll-call; at Fort Concho, Texas, August 21, 1882. 


















Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from his company, from sun¬ 
set, August 21, 1882, until about 11 a. m., August 25, 1882; 
at Fort Concho, Texas. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification “Not guilty.” 

To second charge and specification “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence —“To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard 
at the post where his company may be serving for two (2) months 
and to forfeit to the United States his pay for the same period.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 83, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain A. P. Caraher, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieu¬ 
tenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Trumpeter Henry McAllister , troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd 
Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his troop and garrison, 
at Fort McIntosh, Texas, from night of August 22 to evening 
of August 29, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification 1st. —Riotous and disorderly conduct in the streets of 
Laredo, Texas, by using loud, obscene and blasphemous 
language, against the peace and quiet of the citizens; night 
of August 22, 1882. 

Specification 2nd. —Having been admonished by a police officer, for 
disorderly conduct, did abuse the said officer in loud, ob¬ 
scene and blasphemous language; at Laredo, Texas, August 
22, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specification “in bar of trial, not 
sustained by the court, then changed to ‘not guilty.’ ” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars per 
month of his pay for two (2) months, and to be confined at hard 
labor under charge of the guard at the post where his troop may be 
stationed for the same period.” 


IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, September 14,1882, pursuant to paragraph 
II, Special Orders No. 98, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain W. R» Livermore, Corps of Engineers, is 
president, and Second Lieutenant H. C. Hodges, jr., 22nd Infant¬ 
ry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Charles H. Gould, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison court-martial for violation of the 32nd, 33rd, and 62nd 
Articles of War, as published in Orders Nos. 69, 96 and 118, 
post of San Antonio, Texas, 1882, did, in con tempt of the pun¬ 
ishments awarded him by the courts above cited, absent him- 
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self without leave from his company, post and duties, from 
September 8 to 12, 1882; at post of San Antonio, Texas. 
Plea. —To the specification “Guilty, except the words ‘in con¬ 
tempt of the punishments awarded him by the courts 
above cited;’ and of the excepted words pot guilty.” 
To the charge “Guilty.” 

Finding.— Guilty. ” 

Sentence. —“To be confined under charge of the guard at the 
]X)st where his company mag be serving for the period of three (3) 
months, and to forfeit to the United States six (6) dollars of his pay 
per month for the same period.” 


V. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing ease 
of Private Victor Horeg, company B, ‘22nd Infantry, are approved. 
The term of confinement is reduced to four years; as thus mitigated, 
the sentence will be executed. The proceedings will be forwarded 
to the Secretary of War for designation of a penitentiary. Convict 
Horeg will be held at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases of 
Privates Samuel J. Wisler, company H, 16th Infantry, and Charles 
H. Gould, company H, 22nd Infantry, and of Trumpeter Henry Mc¬ 
Allister, troop F, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and the sentences 
will be executed. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






I 







CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 


1. Private Warren P. Price... 

2. Private William C. Myers. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Corporal John F. Quinn.Company E, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

Private John Corrigan.Company H, 19th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 2,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 84. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13,1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No! 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Warren P. Price, troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his troop and post 
Fort Clark, Texas, September 14-17,1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Four specifications. —Absence without leave from roll-calls of his 
troop, at Fort Clark, Texas, between September 14 and 17 
1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence.— 1 1 To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month 
of his pay for two months.” 

2. Private William C. Myers, company B, 22nd Infantry. 
Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and post, 
Fort Clark, Texas, September 10 to 18, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave from guardmounting: at 
Fort Clark, Texas, September 14,1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, where his company may be serving, for the period of six 
months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of 
his pay for the same period.” 













II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 83, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain A. P. Caraher, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieu¬ 
tenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Corporal John F. Quinn , company E, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Was found drunk on duty, in charge of public 
quarters, and at the parade of his company at retreat roll- 
call; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, September 9, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Committing a nuisance on the floor of his com¬ 
pany quarters, and breaking his arrest in quarters; at Fort 
McIntosh, Texas, September 9,1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —Of the first charge and specifications “Guilty.” 

Of the first specification second charge “Guilty but 
attaching no crhninality thereto.” 

Of the second specification second charge “Guilty.” 

__ Of the second charge “Guilty.” 

Sentence.— “Zb he reduced to the grade ofiprivate. The court 
is thus lenient on account of the long and faithful services of the 
accused, and his good character as shown in evidence.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened M Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, September 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, 
Special Orders No. 102, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain E. H. Liscum, 19th Infantry, is president, 
and First Lieutenant A. H. M. Taylor, 19th Infantry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private John Corrigan, company H, 19th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Absence without leave from guardmounting, 
September 12, 1882, and from roll-calls of his company on 
September 12 and 13, 1882, at Fort Ringgold, Texas; in 
contempt of punishments awarded him by garrison courts- 
martial, for offenses of a like species, as published in Orders 
No^. 122 and 146, Fort Ringgold, Texas, series of 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 31st Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did lie out of his quarters, without leave, nights of 
September 11 and 12, 1882, at Fort Ringgold, Texas; m con¬ 
tempt of punishments awarded him by garrison courts-mar¬ 
tial, for offenses of a like species, as published in Orders 
Nos. 122 and 146, Fort Ringgold, Texas, series of 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ” 

Sentence. —“ To he dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or that 
may become due him.” 


IV. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates Warren P. Price, troop-A, 8th Cavalry, and John 
Corrigan, company H, 19th Infantry, and Corporal John F. Quinn, 
company E, 16th Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will be 
executed. 
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The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private William C. Myers, company B, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 
The period of confinement is reduced to four months, with forfeiture 
of ten dollars of his pay per month during confinement, and, as 
thus mitigated, will be executed. 

By obder of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 














CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 


3.' Private Ricbard H.^Purcell 


3. Private Patrick Sennett .Company H, 19th Infantry. 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

Private James Daly...Company E, 22nd Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 7, 1882. 
General Court-Martial } 

Orders No. 35. \ 


I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No’. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Hospital Steward Leslie Haven, U. S. Army. 

Charge. —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specif cation 1st. —Did quarrel in a violent manner with, and strike, 
his wife, creating thereby a scandalous disorder in the post 
hospital, in which it was his duty to maintain good order; 
at Fort Clark, Texas, September 20, 1882. 

Specification 2nd.-- After being cautioned by Acting Assistant 
[Surgeon] J. R. Harmer, U. S. Army, then in temporary 
charge of the post hospital, not to interfere or quarrel with 
his, the said Haven’s, wife, in said hospital, did, neverthe¬ 
less, quarrel with her and strike her in said hospital, thereby 
creating a disturbance in the post hospital: at Fort Clark, 
Texas, September 20, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding.—* ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States.” 

2. Private Thomas O’Connell, company G, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification .—Was found sleeping upon Ins post as a sentinel: at 
Fort Clark, Texas, September 14, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding.— ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To be confined, at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of four months and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars per 
month of his pay for the same period.” 

3. Private Richard H. Purcell, company I, 22nd Infantry. 
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Charge I.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War ” 
Specification — Did sell or lose, articles of his uniform, valued at 
$15.71; at Port Clark, Texas, September 16, 1882. 

Charge II—“Violationof thet>2nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. Did throw through the window of his com- 
pany quarters, and carry away towards Brackettville, Texas 
certain articles ot his uniform clothing; did run away and 
try to escape from being arrested; at and near Fort Clark, 
Texas, September 16, 1882. 

■Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding— Of the specification first charge. “Guilty, except the 
words ‘sell or lose,’ substituting therefor the words 
‘ unlawfully dispose of, ’ and of the excepted words 
not guilty. 

Of the first charge, “Not guilty, but guilty of a viola¬ 
tion of the 62nd Article of War.” 

o Of the second charge and specification, “Guiltv.” 

Sentence. To be confined dt hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his compang mag be serving for the period 
of six months and to forfeit to the United States 'ten dollars per 
month of his pay for the same period.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis 
lexas, August 14,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
N?. 84, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Cap¬ 
tain L. H Carpenter, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant. S. W. Dunning, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 


Private Hardy Burton, troop B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.— “Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification .—Absence without leave from his troop; at Fort 
Davis, Texas, September 14, 1882. 

Charge II.—"Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Fwe specifications— Drunk and unfit for duty; drawing a razor on 
another soldier, and using obscene language; quarreling 
with and threatening the life of another soldier, and attempt¬ 
ing to strike and cut a corporal with a razor; denying to his 
troop commander of having a razor blade concealed about 
his person, which was then and there found on his person; 
at Fort Davis, Texas, September 14, 1882. 

Plea. —-“Guilty.” 

- Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence.—“ 7'o be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard for three months and to forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of 
his pay for the same period.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, September 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, 
Special Orders No. 102, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain E. H. Liscum, 19th Infantry, is president, 
and First Lieutenant A. H. M. Taylor, 19th Infantry, is judge 
advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Hugo Anderson, troop B, 8th Cavalry. . 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specified lion .—Did mutilate and destroy one waist belt, one waist 
belt plate, and one pistol holder, total value $2.83; at Rio 
Grande City, Texas, August 31, 1882. 
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Charge II—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification— Having been sent to Fort McIntosh, Texas, as one 
of a. detachment, did absent himself without leave from said 
detachment while so en route, from 3 r. m., August 31, to 3 
p. m., September 1, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification .—While being absent, with his horse, from his de¬ 
tachment, did return to Rio Grande City, Texas, become 
drunk, behave disorderly, and did evade arrest by parties 
sent after him; September 1, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.—' 11 To suffer a stoppage of two dollars and eighty- 
tnree cents, being the value of equipments destroged; to be dis¬ 
honorably discharged the service of the United States with loss of 
all pay and allowances now due or that may become due; and to be 
confined at hard labor under charge of the guard at such place as 
the reviewing authority may direct for the period of nine months.” 

2. Private Jeremiah Hickey, troop B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his troop and post Fort 
Ringgold, Texas, night of September 19, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline.” • 

Specification .—Did, contrary to existing orders, visit the town of 
Rio Grande City, Texas, and remain there some time- Sep¬ 
tember 19, 1882. 

Plea. —To the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To the second charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 
Finding. —Of the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge and specification, “Not guilty. ” 
Sentence. —“To forfeit to the United States his pay for'one 
month and to be confined at hard labor under charge of the post 
guard for the same period, wearing a ball and chain weighing forty 
pounds securely attached to his right leg,—said chain 'to be seven 
feet long.’' 

3. Private Patrick Sennett, company H, 19th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification.—Was found sleeping upon his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort Ringgold, Texas, September 16, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. —“ To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving, for six months; 
and to forfeit ten dollars per month of his pay for the same period.” 

IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, September 14,1882, pursuant to paragraph 
II, Special Orders No'. 98, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain W. Ri Livermore, Corps of Engineers, is 
president, and Second Lieutenant H. C. Hodges, jr., 22nd Infant¬ 
ry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private James Daly, company E, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 3‘2nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced for 
absence without leave, as published in General Court-MaV- 
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tial Orders No. 23, current series, Headquarters Department 
of Texas, did, nevertheless, and in contempt of the punish¬ 
ment awarded him by said court, again absent himself with¬ 
out leave from his company and post, at San Antonio, Texas, 
from reveille September 22, to 7 p. m., September 23, 1882. 

Plea. —To the specification.“Guilty, except the words ‘andin con¬ 
tempt of the punishment awarded him by this court,’ 
and of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — u To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for the period 
of four (4) months and to forfeit to the United States ten f]0) 
dollars of his pay per month for the same period.” 


V. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Hospital Steward Leslie Haven, U. S. Army, are approved. The 
sentence is commuted to a forfeiture of ten dollars of his pay; as 
thus commuted, the sentence will be executed. (Orders have 
already been issued for his restoration to duty.) 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates Thomas O’Connell, company G, and Richard H. Purcell, 
company I, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will be 
executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Hardy Burton, troop B, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The sentence, 
though inadequate, is approved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing 'case of Private 
Hugo Anderson, troop B, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The provision 
in the sentence for dishonorable discharge is disapproved. The 
forfeiture imposed is reduced to thirty dollars, and the confine¬ 
ment to three months; as thus modified, the remainder of the sen¬ 
tence is approved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Jeremiah Hickey, troop B, 8th Cavalry, are approved. So much 
of the sentence as requires the prisoner to wear a ball and chain, 
attached to his right leg, is disapproved; the remainder of the 
sentence is approved, and will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Patrick Sennett, company H, 19th Infantry, are approved. 
On the recommendation of the members of the court, three months 
of the period of confinement and forfeiture imposed are remitted; 
as thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
. Private James I)aly, company E, 22nd Infantry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 17,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 86. f 

I. Before a general courtr-martial which convened at Fort Ring- 
gold, Texas, September 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, 
Special Orders No. 102, current series, from these headquarters, 
and of which Captain E. H. Liscum, 19th Infantry, is president, 
and First Lieutenant A. H. M. Taylor, 19th Infantry, is judge 
advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Recruit William H. Edwards, company G, 19th Infantry. 
Charge I.—“Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

One specification. 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification. —Was found drunk, at Fort Ringgold, Texas, and 
Rio Grande City, Texas, September 28, 1882. 

Plea. —"Not guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —"To forfeit ten dollars of his pay per month for si.r 
months; tobe confined in [under] charge of the guard at hardlabor 
for the same period at such place as the reviewing authority may 
direct.” 

II. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Recruit William H. Edwards, company G, 19th Infantry, are 
approved, and the sentence will be executed. Fort Ringgold, 
Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 

By order op Brigadier General Augur: 

COLON AUGUR, 

First Lieutenant 2nd Cavalry, A. D. C. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 












CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Herily Arnold.Company F, 22ud Infantry. 

At Fort Concho, Texas. 

Private Nalle Faina.Company F, 16th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 21,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 37. S 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, July 13, 1882, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
71, current series, from these headquarters, and of which Captain. 
L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is president, and First Lieutenant J. B. 
Hickey, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was arraigned and tried: 
Private Henry Arnold, company F, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did desert, at Fort Duncan, Texas, September 19, 
1882, delivered at Fort Clark, Texas, September 21, 1882. 
Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of two years.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, October 13,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 110, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant R. R. Steedman, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

Private Nolle Faina, company F, 16th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Having been tried, convicted and punished by 
garrison courts-martial for violation of the 32nd Article of 
War, on two separate occasions, as published in Orders Nos. 
123 and 147, Fort Concho, Texas, series of 1882, did, never¬ 
theless, at Fort Concho, Texas, regardless and in contempt 
of the punishments awarded him by the courts above cited, 
a gain absent himself without leave from reveille roll-call of 
his company, September 6, 1882; and from 5:30, a. m., Sep¬ 
tember 7, 1882, to 5, a. m., September 9, 1882. 

Plea. —To first and second specifications, “Guilty, except the 
words ‘regardless and in contempt of the punishments 
awarded him by the courts above cited,’ and of the 
excepted words not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. 
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Sentence.-—' ‘ To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company may be serving, for the period 
of two (2) months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for the 
same period.’ * J 

f-W' ^ P r °ceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates Henry Arnold, company F, 22nd Infantry, and Nolle 
Faina, company F, 16th Infantry, are approved, and the sentences 
will he executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is 
designated as the place of confinement in the case of convict 
Arnold; he will be held at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

By okder op Brigadier General Augur: 

COLON AUGUR, 

First Lieutenant 2nd Cavalry, A. D. C. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Richard Ghalerger .Troop I), 4th Cavalry. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 

Private Cornelius Williams.Troop E, 10th Cavalry. 


At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

1. Private James Forester.Company E, 16th Infantry. 

2. Private John F. Quinn.Company E, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Ringgold, Texas. 

Private William O’Reilly.Company H, 19th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 27,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 38. J 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, October 16,1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Francis Clarke, 22nd Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant E. A. Godwin, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Richard Ghalerger, troop D, 4th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, February 1, 1879, 
apprehended near Fort Clark, Texas, September 7, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding.—“G uilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to be¬ 
come due, and to be confined in such military prison as the review¬ 
ing authority may direct for two years, at hard labor.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, October 13,1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 110, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant R. R. Steedman, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried:. 

Private Cornelius Williams, troop E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —‘ ‘Violation of the 62nd Article of W ar. ’ ’ 

Specification 1st .—Committing assault upon another soldier, while 
en route with his troop from Grierson’s Springs, Texas, to 
Fort Concho, Texas, September 28, 1882. 

Specification 2nd .—Did aim a loaded carbine at, and threaten to 
shoot, another soldier, and being only prevented from doing 
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so by interference of others- while en route with his troop 
from Grierson’s Springs, Texas, to Fort Concho, Texas, Sep¬ 
tember 28, 1882. 

Plea. —To the first specification, “Guilty.” 

To the second specification, “Not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the first specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, “Not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company [troop 7 man be servina. for 
the period of thirty (30) days." 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 88, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain P. H. Remington, 19th Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James Forester, company E, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his company and quar¬ 
ters from about reveille to 8:30 a. m., October i8, 1882; at 
Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Was found drunk and unable to mount guard, at 
Fort McIntosh, Texas, October 18, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — “To forfeit to the UnitedStates ten(10) dollars per 
month of his monthly pay for three (3) months, and to be confined 
at hard labor, under charge of the guard at the post inhere his com¬ 
pany may be serving, for one (1) month." 

2. Private John F. Quinn, company E, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from reveille roll-call of his 
company; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, October 18, 1882. 
Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Drunkenness, and being brought into Fort Mcln- 
1882’ ^ eXaS ’ * n a drunken stupor, on a dray; October 18, 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without leave, at Fort McIntosh, Texas, 
from 5 to 8 a. m., October 18, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — u To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars per 
month of his monthly pay for three (3) months, and to be confined 
at hard labor, under charge of the guard at the post where his com¬ 
pany may be serving, for one (1) month.” 


IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Ring- 
gold, Texas, September 26, 1882, pursuant to paragraph III, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 102, current series, from these headquarters, and 
of which Captain E. H. Liscum, 19th Infantry, is president, and 
First Lieutenant A. H. M. Taylor, 19th Infantry, is judge advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 
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Private William O’Reilly, company H, 19th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 38th Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

One specification. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 
Specification— Did quit his guard without permission and visit the 
town of Rio Grande City, Texas; at Fort Ringgold, Texas, 
September 24, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence.—“T o be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at place where his company may be serving, for a period 
of eight months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars per 
month of his pay for same period." 


V- .The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Private Richard Ghalerger, troop D, 4th Cavalry, are approved. 
In consideration of the length of his confinement while awaiting - 
trial and sentence, the period of twenty days of the confinement is 
remitted, and, as thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 
The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. Convict Ghalerger will be held at Fort Clark, 
Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates Cornelius Williams, troop E, 10th Cavalry, James For¬ 
ester, and John F. Quinn, company E, 16th Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentences will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private William O’Reilly, company H, 19th Infantry, are approved. 
The sentence is mitigated to confinement, at hard labor, for three 
months, with forfeiture of $10.00 of his pay per month for the same 
period, and, as thus mitigated, it will be executed. 

Bv order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 












CASES TRIED. 


At Foht Clark, Texas. 

1. Private Albert Collins.Troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private John Mulcahy.Company K, 22nd Infantry. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 


1. Sergeant Alexander Pape 

2. Private Patrick Ramsey. 

3. Private Joseph B. Baxter. 


Company F, 16th Infantry. 
Company B, Kith Infantry. 
.Company D, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas, 


1. Private William Conway. 

2. Private Frank Foster . .. 

3. Private Henry Williams.. 


Troop A, 10th Cavalry. 
.Troop B, 10th Cavalry. 
.Troop H, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 4,1882 . 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 39. i 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, October 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Francis Clarke, 22nd Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant E. A. Godwin, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Albert Collins, troop A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Drunk on duty, in violation of the 38th Article of 
War.” 

One specification. 

Charge II.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mil¬ 
itary discipline.” 

Five specifications .—Disorderly conduct; disobeying the lawful or¬ 
ders of his first sergeant; disregarding the orders of his su¬ 
perior officer; refusing to he confined, and attempting to 
strike a corporal; resisting arrest, and making force neces¬ 
sary to conduct him to the guardhouse; at Fort Clark, Texas, 
October 13, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To first, second and third specifications, second charge, 
“Guilty.” 

To fourth and fifth specifications, second charge, “Not 
guilty.” 

To second charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding.— Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of first, second and third specifications, second charge 
“Guilty.” 

Of fourth specification, second charge, “Guilty, ex¬ 
cept the words ‘and did attempt to strike Corporal 
James A. Eagan, troop A, 8th Cavalry,’ and of 
the excepted words not guilty.” 
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Of fifth specification, second charge, “Guilty, except 
the words ‘and use abusive language to the corpo¬ 
ral ordered to take him to the guardhouse,’ and 
of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of second charge, “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. —“TV? be confined at hard labor, under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company [troop / may be serving, for 
two months, forfeiting to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
pay, per month for the same period.'’ 

•2. Private John Mulcahy, company K, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I— Drunkenness, ~in violation of the 62nd Article of 
W ar. ” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for drunkenness, as published in Orders 
Nos. 68, 215, and 284, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1882, did, 
in contempt of the punishments awarded him by the above 
cited courts, again become drunk, and was so found in his 
company quarters; at Fort Clark, Texas, September 20,1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 88th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for drunkenness, as published in Orders 
Nos. 63, 215, and 284, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1882, was, 
nevertheless, and in contempt of the punishments awarded 
him by the above cited courts, found drunk while on duty 
as supernumerary of the guard; at Fort Clark, Texas, Sep¬ 
tember 20,1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 82nd Article of War. ” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced bv gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for absence without leave, as published 
in Orders Nos. 28 and 188, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1882, 
did, nevertheless, in contempt of the punishments awarded 
him by the above cited courts, again absent himself without 
leave from 8 a. m. to 6 p. m., September 20, 1882; at Fort 
Clark, Texas. 

Charge IV.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced 
by garrison courts-martial for absence without leave, as pub¬ 
lished in Orders Nos. 28 and 188, Fort Clark, Texas, series 
of 1882, did, nevertheless, in contempt of the punishments 
awarded him by the above cited courts, again fail to appear 
at the reveille roll-call, and, at the fixed time, to the place 
of guardmounting, September 20,1882; at Fort Clark, Texas. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “TV? be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to be¬ 
come due, and to be confined in such military prison as the review¬ 
ing authority may direct for two (2) years." 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, August 21, 1882, pursuant to paragraph I, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 87, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Clayton Hale, 16th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant William Lassiter, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Sergeant Alexander Pape, company F, 16th Infantry. 





Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —While sergeant of the guard, having prisoners un¬ 
der his charge, did, through gross neglect, permit one of 
said prisoners to leave the prisonroom and escape, and did 
fail to immediately report said escape; at Fort Concho, 
Texas, July 24, 1882. 

Plea. —To the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘and did 
fail to immediately report the escape of said prisoner 
to the officer of the day,’ and to the excepted words 
not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘and 
did fad to immediately report the escape of said 
prisoner to the officer of the day,’ and of the ex¬ 
cepted words not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be reduced to the rank [grade] of a private 
soldier, and to be confined at hard labor in [under] charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company may be serving, for a period 
of three months.” 

2. Private Patrick Ramsey, company B, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Absence without'leave from tattoo roll-call of his 
company; at Fort Concho, Texas, July 23, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Absence without leave from his garrison from 7 a. 
m. to 7 p. m.. July 24, 1882; at Fort Concho, Texas. 

Charge III.—“Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st 
Article of War.” 

One specification. 

Charge IV.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Disobedience of a lawful order of a sergeant 
Of his company, and using disrespectful language towards 
said sergeant ; did feloniously assault, knock down, beat, and 
kick on the head, another soldier; at San Angela, Texas, 
July 24, 1882. 

Plea. —To first and second charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

To third and fourth charges and specifications, “Not 
guilty.” 

Finding.— Of first, second and third charges and specifications, 
“Guilty.” 

Of first specification, fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Of second specification, fourth charge, “Guilty, ex¬ 
cept the words ‘feloniously’ and ‘beat,’ and of the 
excepted words not guilty.” 

Of fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor in [under] charge of 
the guard where his company may be serving, for a period of two 
(2) months, and to forfeit to the United States his pay for the same 
period.” 

III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, October 13,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 110, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant R. R. Steedsian, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 
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Private Joseph B. Baxter, company D, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 
Specification.—-W&s found drunk on his guard; at Fort McKavett 
Texas, September 29, 1882. ’ 

i Charge II.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War." 
Specification. —Left his post, as a sentinel, before being regularly 
relieved; at Fort McKavett, Texas, September 29. 1882. 
Charge III.—“Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Quitting his guard without leave; at Fort McKa¬ 
vett, Texas, September 29, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding.— Of the specification, first charge, “Guilty, except the 
words ‘found drunk on guard,’ and of the excepted 
words not guilty.” 

fi pt charge “Not guilty, but guilty under the 
62nd Article of War. 


Of the second and third charges and specifications, 
“Guilty.” 

Sentence.—' u To he confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard %n such place as the proper authority may direct for the 
period of six(6) months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for 
same period." 


IV. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis 
Texas, October 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major Frederick Van Vi.iet, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant M. F. Eggleston, 10th Cavalry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, were arraigned and tried: 


1. Private William Conway, troop A, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Camp Rice, Texas, August 9, 1882, 
surrendered himself to the marshal of Worth City, Texas 
August 15, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
Untied States, forfeiting all pag and allowances due him, and to he 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

2. Private Frank Foster, troop B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 31st Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did lie out of his quarters and garrison, without 
leave, between tattoo and midnight, September 23,1882; at 
Fort Davis, Texas. 

Charge II—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification— Absence without leave from his troop; at Fort 
Davis, Texas, September 23, 1882, between tattoo and mid¬ 
night. 

Charge III—“Theft, in violation of the 6“2nd Article of War.” 
Specification — Did steal, carry away and attempt to dispose of, 
for his own use and benefit, one pair of shoes, valued at 
$1.95, the property of another soldier; at Fort Davis, Texas, 
September 23, 1882. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ” 
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Sentence. —” To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all png and allowances due him, and to he 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority mag 
direct for the period of one (1) gear.” 

3. Private Henry Williams, troop H, 10th Cavalry. 


Charge. —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications— While at stables, did use obscene and filthy 
language to another soldier; disobedience of the lawful 
orders of his first sergeant, positively refusing to go to the 
guardhouse, using disrespectful language to, and striking 
at, said sergeant; at Fort Davis, Texas, October 7, 1382. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of one year.” 


V. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Private Albert Collins, troop A, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John Mulcahy, company K, 22nd Infantry, are approved. 
The period of confinement is reduced to six months; and, as thus 
mitigated, the sentence will be executed. Fort Clark, Texas, is 
designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Sergeant Alexander Pape, company F, 16th Infantry, are approved. 
In consideration of the recommendation to clemency by five mem¬ 
bers of the court, so much of the sentence as relates to confinement 
is remitted; as thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Patrick Ramsey, company B, 16th Infantry, are approved. 
In consequence of irregularities in the proceedings, the record had 
to be returned to the court for reconsideration, upon which action 
was necessarily long delayed, thus causing the prisoner to be con¬ 
fined beyond the usual period awaiting sentence; the confinement 
imposed is, therefore, remitted, and, as thus mitigated, the sen¬ 
tence will be executed. (Orders have already been issued for his 
release from confinement.) 

The proceedings in the foregoing case of Private Joseph B. 
Baxter, company D, 16th Infantry, are approved. The findings, 
except upon the first charge and its specification, are approved; 
the findings so excepted are disapproved. The court, in its find¬ 
ings upon the specification to the first charge, excepted the words 
reciting the offense, hence the prisoner ought to have been found 
“not guilty” of the specification and the charge. The sentence is 
approved, and will be executed. The station of the prisoner's 
company is designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private William Conway, troop A, 10th Cavalry, are approved In 
consideration of the fact that the prisoner has only been a short 
time in the service of the United States when he deserted, and ot 
his voluntary surrender, together with the length of time he has 
been in confinement awaiting trial, the provision in the sentence 
for dishonorable discharge is remitted, the period of confinement 
is reduced to three months, and the forfeiture to ten dollars per 
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month during said confinement. As thus mitigated, the sentence 
® xecu ted. Ihe station of the prisoner’s troop is designated 
as the place of confinement. s 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Frank Foster, troop B, 10th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison 
Kansas is designated as the place of confinement. Convict Foster 
will be held at Fort Davis, Texas, until further orders 
The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Henry Williams, troop H, 10th Cavalry, are approved 
it appears, from the charges in the case, that the prisoner has 
been but a short tune in the service of the United States. In 
consideration of this fact, the provision, in the sentence, imposing 
dishonorable discharge is remitted, the confinement awarded is re¬ 
duced to six months, and the forfeiture to $10.00 of his pay per 
month during the period of confinement. As thus mitigated, the 
sentence will be executed. The station of the prisoners troop is 
designated as the place of confinement. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 



Assistant Adjutant General. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Concho, Texas. 

1. Blacksmith Albert Parker.Troop F, loth Cavalry. 

2. Private Smith Richards . Battery E, 2nd Artillery. 

S. Private Ross Bashwinger .Company B, 16th Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 


1. Private Joseph McCann ., 

2. Private William Mullins. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 6,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 40. | 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, October 13,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 110, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant R. R. Steedman, 16th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Blacksmith Albert Parker, troop F, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from his troop, at Fort Con¬ 
cho, Texas, from morning until evening of October 2, 1882. 
Charge II.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Two specifications. —Disobedience of a lawful order of a sergeant 
of his troop, and saying that he would not be subject to any 
orders but return to the post when he pleased; at the town 
of San Angela, Texas, October 2, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specifications, “Not guilty.” 
Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor, under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company [troop / may be serving, for 
the period of two months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for 
the same period.” 

2. Private Smith Richards, battery E, 2nd Artillery. 

Charge. —‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Little Rock Barracks, Arkansas, Feb¬ 
ruary 12, 1882, apprehended at Colorado City, Texas, Sep¬ 
tember 25,1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence.— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of two (2) years.” 

3. Private Ross Bashwinger, company B, 16th Infantry. 
Charge. —‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Concho, Texas, September 29,1882, 
apprehended in Menard County, Texas, October 4, 1882. 
Plea. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “ To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of three (3) years." 
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II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
lexas, October 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major Frederick Van Vliet, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant M. F. Eggleston, 10th Cavalry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Joseph McCann , troop H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Ar¬ 
ticle of War.” 

One specification. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ” 

Sentence.— “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of 
his pay for one month.” 


2. Private William Mullins, troop K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Deserted at sub-post Camp Rice, Texas, September 
6, 1882, apprehended at Camp Rice Station, on Southern 
Pacific Railroad, Texas, September 7, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did steal and carry away, from the locker and tent 
of another soldier, one Colt’s revolver, cal. .45, valued at 
$13.00, the property of the United States, and did wrong¬ 
fully sell, or dispose of, said revolver; at sub-post Camp 
Rice, Texas, September 6, 1882. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of four (4) years." 


III. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Blacksmith Albeit Parker, troop F, 10th Cavalry, Privates 
Smith Richards, battery E, 2nd Artillery, and Joseph McCann, 
troop H, 10tli Cavalry, are approved, and the sentences will be ex¬ 
ecuted. The Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated 
as the place of confinement in the case of convict Smith Richards; 
he will be held at Fort Concho, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates Ross Bashwinger, company B, 16th Infantry, and Wil¬ 
liam Mullins, troop K, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The term of 
confinement is reduced, in the case of Ross Bashwinger, to two 
years, and in the case of William Mullins, to two years and six 
months; as thus mitigated, their sentences will be executed. The 
Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of 
confinement. Convicts Bashwinger and Mullins will be held at 
Forts Concho and Davis, Texas, respectively, until further orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 



Assistant Adjutant General. 






CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark, Texas. 

Private Joseph P. Kent.Company B, 22nd Infantry. 


At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

]. Private William W. Damon.. Company (',10th Infantry. 

2. Private Edward Barton. Company F, 22nd Infantry. 

3. Private Hugh McDonald. Company H, 22nd Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 11,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 41. | 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, October 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Francis Clarke, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant A. G. Hammond, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

Private Joseph F. Kent, company B, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 82nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by a 
garrison court-martial for absence without leave, as published 
m Orders No. 72, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 188j2, did, 
nevertheless, again absent himself without leave from hi^ 
company and post, Fort Clark, Texas, October 26, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for violation of the 38rd Article of War, 
as published in Orders Nos. 72 and 229, Fort Clark, Texas, 
series of 1882, did, nevertheless, again fail to repair at the 
fixed time for drill, at Fort Clark, Texas, October 26, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification 1st. —Having been regularly detailed for fatigue, did 
fail to appear for the same; at Fort Clark, Texas, October 
26, 1882. 

Specification 2nd. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by 
garrison courts-martial for drunkenness, as published in 
Orders Nos. 45, 98, 174, 240, and 259, Fort Clark, Texas, 
series of 1882, did, nevertheless, become again drunk and 
unfit for duty; at Fort Clark, Texas, October 26, 1882. 

Plea. —* ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor, in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of two (2) years.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at the post 
of San Antonio, Texas, September 14,1882, pursuant to paragraph 
II, Special Orders No. 98, current series, from these headquarters, 
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ancl of which Captain W. R. Livermore, Corps of Engineers is 
president, and Second Lieutenant H. C. Hodges, jr., 22nd Infant¬ 
ry, is judge advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William W. Damon, company C, 19th Infantry. 

Charge. —“Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specif cation. Deserted at Fort Brown, Texas, May 1 1882 sur- 
rendered himself at San Antonio, Texas, July 23, 1882 ’ 

Plea.— “Guilty. 

Finding.—* ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

h f dish ° no ™Wu discharged the service of the 
l mted States, and to he confined at such place as the renewing au- 
thontg mag direct for the period of two (2) years, forfeiting all 
pay and allowances. ’ 

2. Private Edward Barton, company F, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge.—‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification. Deserted at Fort Duncan, Texas, September 16 1882 

Plea —^Guhty d ” at ^ Antonio ’ Texas - September 18, 1882. ’ 

Finding.— 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— *‘ To 'be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
l mted States, forfeiting all pay and allowances, and to he confined 
at such, place as the convening authority may direct for the period 
of two (2) years. ' 

d. Private Hugh McDonald, company H, 22nd Infantry. 

Charge I.—Drunkenness, to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War ” 
Specification. Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for drunkenness, as published in Orders 
iNos li, and 86, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1882, and hav¬ 
ing been warned by his company commander that, for a like 
ottense again, he would be brought before a general court- 
dld > nevertheless, at San Antonio, Texas, September 
f: 1 , 1 882, in contempt of the punishments awarded him by 
the courts above cited, and in disregard of the warning 
given linn, become drunk again, and did deprive the United 
States of his services for four days, having been, during that 
time, in the post hospital under treatment: “disease, ‘alco¬ 
holism, contracted by his own vicious habits,” from Sep¬ 
tember 25 to 29, 1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War ” 
Specification.— -Did, through neglect, lose, sell, or unlawfully dis¬ 
pose of Ins overcoat, value $12.36; at San Antonio, Texas, 
September 23, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd 
Article of War. 

Specif cation. —Absence without leave from his company and post- 
at San Antonio, Texas, September 23 and 24, 1882. 

Plea. To the specification, first charge, “Guilty, except the 
words ‘in contempt of the punishments awarded him 
by the courts above cited,’ and of the excepted words 
not guilty.” 

To the first charge, “Guilty.” 

To the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except the 
words ‘sell, or unlawfully dispose of,’ and the words 
‘issued to him by the United States, ’ and of the ex¬ 
cepted words not guilty.” 
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To the second charge, ’‘Guilty.” 

To the third charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except 
the words ‘one (1) overcoat, value $12.36, issued 
to him by the United States,' substituting therefor 
the word's ‘one (1) uniform overcoat, value $12.36,’ 
of the excepted words not guilty, and of the sub¬ 
stituted words guilty.” 

Of the second charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the third charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To suffer a stoppage of $12.36 of his pag, and to 
he confined at hard labor under charge of the guard at the post where 
hie company mag be serving for the period of five (5) months, for¬ 
feiting to the United States six (6) dollars of his pug per month for 
the same period.” 


III. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing 
case of Private Joseph /•’. Kent, company B, 22nd Infantry, are 
approved. The period of confinement awarded is reduced to six 
months; as thus mitigated, the sentence will be executed. Fort 
Clark, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates William W. Damon, company C, 19th Infantry, and 
Edward Ballon, company F, 22nd Infantry, are approved. In 
consideration of the length of confinement awaiting trial and sen¬ 
tence, in the case of Damon two months and twelve days, and in 
the case of Ballon twenty-three days, of the periods of confinement 
awarded them, respectively, are remitted; as thus mitigated, their 
sentences will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. Convicts Damon 
and Barton will be held at the post of San Antonio, Texas, until 
further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Hugh McDonald, company H, 22nd Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. 

By okdeis of Brigadier Generai, Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official; 


Aide-de-Camp. 








CASES TRIED. 


At Fokt Clark. Texas. 

1. Private Edward Riley.Troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private Edward Van Marter.Troop C, 8ih Cavalry. 

3. Private George Yahn. Troop E, Sth Cavalry. 

4. Private Thomas S. New.Troop L, Sth Cavalry. 

At Fort Concho, Texas. 

1. Blacksmith John H. Price. .Troop F, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private James F. Gaynor .. .Company A, 10th Infantry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

1. Private Philip Hines.Troop A, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private George W. West.Troop B, 10th Cavalry. 

3. Private Robert T. Jacobs.Troop H, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 17,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 42. 1 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, October 16, 1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain Francis Clarke, 22nd Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant A. G. Hammond, 8th Cavalry, is judge advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Edward Riley, troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 89th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Left his post, as a sentinel, before being regularly 
relieved; at Fort Clark, Texas, November 2,1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his troop may be serving, ferr the period 
of three (3) months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for the 
same period .” 

2. Private Edward Van Marter, troop C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, September 14, 1882, 
apprehended at San Antonio, Texas, September 15, 1882. 
Plea.—‘ ‘N ot guilty. 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 

Sentence. — "'To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay arid allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

8. Private George Yahn, troop E, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification 1st. —Did enter the quarters of the post surgeon and 
there feloniously assault his servant-woman, by striking her 
and using indecent language in her presence; at Fort Clark, 
Texas, October 31, 1882. 
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Specification 2nd —Evading confinement by running away from a 
corporal of his troop; at Fort Clark, Texas, October 31,1882. 

Charge II.— “Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Absence without leave from his troop; at Fort Clark, 
lexas, October 31 to November 1, 1832. 

„ Charge III.-“Violation of the 33rd Article of War ” 

-Absence without leave from tattoo roll-call, Octo- 
ber 1882, reveille roll-call, morning stables and drill of 
his troop, November 1, 1882; at Fort Clark, Texas. 

iriiEA. JLo first specification, first charge, “Not guilty.” 
lo second specification, first charge, “Guilty.” 

To first charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G ui 1 % a ” d third charges and specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

h C0 7 n fi ned y at h «>- d labor under charge of 
the guard at the post where his troop may be servina for the 

-» (10 > A" 

4. Private Thomas S. New, troop L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War ” 

Specification. After being relieved from his post as a sentinel, for 
the purpose of going to the rear, did refuse to go on his 
post again; at Fort Clark, Texas, October 29, 1882 

Plea. — ‘Not guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sen t ence.—“T o confined at hard labor, under charge of the 
guard at the post where his troop mag be serving, for the period of 
file (o) months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars per month for the same 


f A a i g t ner il, c ^oo t ; martial which convened at Fort Con- 
Ord’J, NTn m> 0ber 13 -, 188 ‘ 2 .’ pursuant to paragraph I.V, Special 
v? l n? 1] n’ current series, from these headquarters, and of 
which Major C. B. McLellan, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant R. R. Steedman, 16th Infantry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, were arraigned and tried : 

1. Blacksmith John H. Price, troop F, 10th Cavalry. 
discipline 1 ” * ^ onduc ^ Prejudicial to good order and mihtary 

Specification.— Did feloniously shoot and kill Private Walter 
Smith, troop F, 10th Cavalry; at sub-post Head of North 
Concho River, Texas, August 28, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding— Of the specification, “Guilty, excepting the word 
felonious [feloniously], substituting the word‘un¬ 
lawfully, and of the excepted word “Not guilty.” 
Of the charge, “Guilty.” J 

Sentence.— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States and to be confined at hard labor in such glace as the 
proper authority may direct for the period of one year)' 

2. Private James F. Gay nor, company A, 16th Infantry. 
Charge I.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Absence without leave from evening drill of his 
company; at Fort Concho, Texas, September 27, 1882. 
Charge II.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
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Specification .—Absence without leave from his company and post; 
at Fort Concho, Texas, September 27 to 28, 1882. 

Charge III.—"Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification— Disobeying the lawful orders of a sergeant to return 
with him to his post, necessitating his arrest by a guard; at 
San Angela, Texas, September 28, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty. ” 

Finding. —Guilty.” 

Sentence. —“To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the post where his company may be serving, for the period 
of two months, forfeiting ten dollars per month for the same period.” 


III. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, October 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major Frederick Van Vi.iet, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant M. F. Eggleston, 10th Cavalry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Philip Hines, troop A, 10th Cavalry, 

Charge I.—“Desertion.” 

Specification. —Deserted at Fort Davis, Texas, October 22,1882, ap¬ 
prehended on same day. 

Charge II.—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 6'2nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Being overtaken by a party sent to capture him, 
did resist said party by firing five shots at said party, in 
Garden Canyon, near Fort Davis, Texas, October 22, 1882. 
Charge III.—“Theft, in violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did steal and carry away one Schofield, Smith and 
Wesson revolver, calibre .45, valued at $1:3.50, the property 
of the United Slates; at Fort Davis, Texas, October 22,1882. 
Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 

To specification, second charge, “Guilty.” 

To second charge, “Not guilty.” 

To third charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 
Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to 
be confined, in such place as the proper authority may direct, at 
hard labor, for the period of seven (7) years.” 

2. Private George W. West , troop B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 89th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Was found sleeping upon his post as a sentinel; at 
Fort Davis, Texas, October 28, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty. ” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To be confined at hard labor, under charge of the 
guard at the station where his troop mag be serving, for the 
period of three (3) months, forfeiting ten (10) dollars of his pay per 
month for the same period.” 


8. Private Robert T. Jacobs, troop H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Violation of the 6*2nd Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did, without cause or provocation, and with mali¬ 
cious intent, discharge a Springfield carbine, calibre .45, 
loaded with ball cartridge, at Private John Dupree, troop 
H, 10th Cavalry, wounding him in the right leg; at Fort 
Davis, Texas, October 23, 1882. 
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Plea. —* ‘Not guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 

Sentence. — 11 To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him and. to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct, for the period of six (6) years.” 


IY. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing 
cases of Privates Edward Riley and Edward Van Marter, troop 
C, 8th Cavalry, and Private James F. Gaynor, company A, 16th 
Infantry, are approved, and the sentences will he executed. The 
Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place 
of confinement of convict Van Marter; he will be held at the post 
of Fort Clark, Texas, where he now is, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases of 
Privates George Yahn, troop E, and Thomas S. New, troop L, 8th 
Cavalry, are approved. The periods of confinement and forfeiture 
of pay awarded are reduced, to four months in the case of Private 
Yahn, and to three months in the case of Private New; as thus 
mitigated, the sentences will be executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Blacksmith John H. Price, troop F, 10th Cavalry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. The proceedings will be for¬ 
warded to the Secretary of War for designation of a penitentiary. 
Convict Price will be held at Fort Concho, Texas, until further 
orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Philip Hines, troop A, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The 
term of confinement is reduced to four years, and, as thus mitigated, 
the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. Convict Hines 
will be held at Fort Davis, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
George W. West, troop B, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The sen¬ 
tence, although considered inadequate, is confirmed, and will be 
executed. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
' Private Robert T. Jacobs, troop H, 10th Cavalry, are approved. 
The period of confinement is reduced to four years; as thus miti¬ 
gated, the sentence will be executed. The proceedings will be 
forwarded to the Secretary of War for designation of a peniten¬ 
tiary. Convict Jacobs will be held at Fort Davis, Texas, until 
further orders. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 29,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 48. j 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, October 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major Frederick Van Vliet, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant M. F. Eggleston, 10th Cavalry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Harry Smith, troop I, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Did wilfully, and with intent to do himself injury, 
shoot himself through the right hand, by firing three shots 
from a Colt’s pistol, calibre .45, for the purpose of disabling 
himself, with the view of obtaining his discharge from the 
service of the United States: at sub-post near Presidio, 
Texas, October 13, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. — 1 “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority mag 
direct for the period of two (2) gears.” 


II. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Private Harry Smith, troop I, 10th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. Convict Smith 
will be held at Fort Davis, Texas, until further orders. 


III. The place of confinement of the following named convicts, 
whose sentences have been published in the general court-martial 
orders set opposite their respective names, and who are now un¬ 
dergoing sentence at Fort Brown, Texas, is hereby changed to the 
Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, viz: 

Perry, Louis, late of troop B, 8th Cavalry, alias Joseph Leonard, 
late of company F, 19th Infantry, (G. C. M. 0. 20, current series, 
Department of Texas). 

Williams, James, late of company B, 19th Infantry, (G. C. M. O. 
25, current series, Department of Texas). 

The movement of these prisoners will be directed in special or¬ 
ders from these headquarters. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 















CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

1. Private-William Houston. Troop C, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private .Joseph Powell .Troop I), 10th Cavalry. 

3 Private Scott Williams.Troop L, 10th Cavalry. 

At Fort McIntosh, Texas. 

1. Private Franklin P. Hynsou. Troop E, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private Henry Knight.Troop 1, bth Cavalry. 

At Post of San Antonio, Texas. 

j. Private Earnest von Lorenz.Troop K, 8th Cavalry. 

2 Private James Black .. . ..Troop K, 8th Cavalry. 

3 Private Henrv C. Howard.T loop K, 8th Cavalry. 

4 Private Neil NcCann.Troop K, 8th Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 7, 1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 44. 1 

I Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, October 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Orders 
No 111 current series, from these headquarters, and ot which 
Major Frederick Van Vi.iet, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant M. F. Eggleston, 10th Cavalry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William Houston, troop C, LOth Cavalry. 

Charge L—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 

T^s^cifications.— Did steal, carry away and sell, one great coat, 
valued at $12.36, and one pair of trowsers, valued at $3.8o, 
the property of other soldiers; at Pena Colorado, Texas, Oc¬ 
tober 10 and 22, 1882. • 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 17th Article of War. 

Specification .—Did sell his blouse, valued at $3.39; at Pena Colo¬ 
rado, Texas, October 10, 1882. 

Plea.—T o first charge and specifications, “Not guilty. 

To second charge and specification, “Guilty.” 
Finding.—“G uilty.” , ,, , 7 j7 , J7 

Sentence. —‘ ‘ To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and alloicances due him, and to be 
confined at hard labor in such place as the proper authority may 
direct for the period of four (4) years.'’ 

2. Private Joseph Powell, troop D, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification. —Did leave his post, as a sentinel, before being regu- 
larly relieved; at Fort Davis, Texas, between 7 and 9, p. m., 
November 14, 1882. , t 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 40tli Article of War 
Specification.-Did. quit his guard without leave and remain so 
absent from 9, p. m., to midnight, November 14, 1882; at 
Fort Davis, Texas. 

Plea.—“G uilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty.” 7 

Sentence.—“T o be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard, at the station where his troop may be serving, for the period 
of two (2) months, and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dol- 
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lars of his monthly pay for the same period The court i« ft,. 

3. Private Scott Williams, troop L, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 17th Article of War ” 
Specification. Did sell one knit undershirt, valued at 72 cents 
riTJT 0f i u, awers ' valued at 60 cents, issued to him 
October 7, 1882 l0thlng “ aS ° ldier; afcFort Stockton, Texas, 
IL_ ^.‘Tlieft, in violation of the 62nd Article of War ” 
^Sue”S 1 ’ CaiT W y a,1 u d seI1 ’ onfSr of^ots, 

i882“ 0th “ “* 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding.—“G uilty.” 

United di "honorably discharged the service of the 

cZfitdTLrdtiorV 11 P V J T l aUow ' mces d *e him, and toll 
In£h B & a S2w U | , SS“'“ wh rf co ™« 1 •“ fort Me- 

1. Private Franklin P. Hynson, troop E, 8th Cavalry. 

* ^ iola ^°? of fclle 47th Article of War ” 

Specification.— Deserted at San.Diego, Texas, April 8 1882 annre 
hended at Laredo, Texas, November 2, 1882 ’ ’ PP 

i lea. —“Guilty. ’ 

Finding.— Guilty.” 

UndeJ^T'~c ‘ T 4 °u e dishonorably discharged the service of the 
i mted States forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to he 
come due, and to he confined at such military plisZas the reliw- 
mg author tty may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

2. Private Henry Knight . troop F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge.— “Violation of the 47th Article of War ” 

Specification Deserted at Fort McIntosh, Texas,' April 4 1882 
PLEA-“Guilty C ” Lared °’ TeXaS ’ November25 > 1882- 
Finding— “Guilty.” 

Sentence.—“ 7'o he dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances that are or man 
become due, and to be confined at such military prison as the reiTew 
mg authority may direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

Jl 1 - Before a general court-martial which convened at the post. 

1 Ipectforders No S iS° Vember i 28 ’ ^ P ursuant to Paragraph 

SvoS’we«‘^"eVr/triedr 0 ''' 

1. Private Earnest von Lorenz, troop K, 8th Cavalry. ' , 

discipline/ ’ ' Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military 
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Specif cation.-— Did, with a dangerous weapon, assault Private 
Henry Campo troop K, 8th Cavalry; and did strike and 

T™L™m n be,7"8S “ d W “ P<>,,, “ Port CI ” k ' 
Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding.— “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sen t ence.—“ 7'o confined at hard labor, wider charge of the 

guard, at the post where his com pang [troop] mag be serving for 
one month, and to forfeit ten dollars of his pag. ” 9 ’ 1 

2. private James Black, troop K, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War ” 
Specification. Deserted at Fort Clark. Texas, November 10 1882 
apprehended the same day. 

_ Charge II.—‘‘Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification. Did steal, and take from the corral of his troop, one 
horse, valued at $llo, one saddle, valued at $14.27, and one 
F,,ited 

Plea— “Not guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding.— Of the specification, first charge, “Guilty, except 
the words ‘did desert said service,’ substituting 
• therefor the words ‘did absent himself without 
permission from proper authority,’ and of the ex¬ 
cepted words not guilty.” 

Of the first charge, “Not guilty, but guilty of viola¬ 
tion of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Of the second charge and specification, “Not guiltv ’ ’ 
^y E ” TENCE ' _ To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his 

3. Private Henrg C. Howard, troop K, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification. Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, November 10 188'? 
apprehended the same day. ’ ’ 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War ’’ 
Specification. Did steal, and take from the corral of his troop one 
horse, valued at $115, and one bridle, valued at $6.44. the 
property of the United States; at Fort Clark. Texas, No¬ 
vember 10, 1882. 

Plea. —“Not guilty.” 

Finding— Of the specification, first charge, “Guilty, except the 
words ‘did desert said service/ substituting 1 there¬ 
for the words ‘did absent himself without perm is- 
sion from proper authority,’ and of the excepted 
words not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the first charge, “Not guilty, but guilty of viola¬ 
tion ot the 32nd Article of War.” 
c second charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 

Sentence. To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his 
pag.” 

4. Private Neil McCann, troop K, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Violation of the 47th Article of War ” 

Specification.— Deserted at Fort Clark, Texas, November 10 188? 
apprehended, the same day. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 
Specification— Did steal, and take from the corral of Ins troop one 
horse, valued at $115, and one bridle, valued at $6 44,’ the 
property of the United States; at Fort Clark, Texas, No¬ 
vember 10, 1882. 
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Plea .—“N ot guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. —Of the specification, first charge, “Guilty, except the 
words ‘did desert said service,’ substituting there¬ 
for the words ‘did absent himself without permis¬ 
sion from proper authority,’ and of the excepted 
words not guilty.” 

Of the first charge, “Not guilty, hut guilty of viola¬ 
tion of the 32nd Article of War. 

Of the second charge and specification, “Not guilty.” 

Sentence. —“ To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his 
pay-” 

IV. The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Pri¬ 
vate William Houston, troop C, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The 
sentence, except so much thereof as imposes confinement for more 
than one year, is approved, and, as thus approved, will be execu¬ 
ted. Fort Davis, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement 
of convict Houston. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Joseph Powell, troop D, 10th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Scott Williams, troop L, 10th Cavalry, are approved. The sen¬ 
tence, except so much thereof as imposes confinement for more 
than six months, is approved, and, as thus approved, will be exe¬ 
cuted. Fort Davis, Texas, is designated as the place of confine¬ 
ment of convict Williams. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Franklin P. Hynson, troop E, 8th Cavalry, are approved. 
The prisoner, in his statement to the court, claimed that bad treat¬ 
ment in his troop forced him to desert. The court failing to take 
any notice of this statement, the Department Commander caused 
it to be investigated, and found it to be groundless. The sentence 
will be executed. The-Leavenworth Military Prison, Kansas, is 
designated as the place of confinement. Convict Hynson will be 
held at Fort McIntosh, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private Henry Knight, troop F, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and 
the sentence will be executed. The Leavenworth Military Prison, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. Convict Knight 
will be held at Fort McIntosh, Texas, until further orders. 

The proceedings, findings and sentences in the foregoing cases 
of Privates Earnest von Lorenz, James Black, Henry C. Howard, 
and Neil McCann, troop K, 8th Cavalry, are approved, and the 
sentences will be executed. (Orders have already been issued for 
the release from confinement of Privates Black, Howard and Mc¬ 
Cann.) 

By ohdek of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 15, 1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 45. V 

I. Upon the recommendation of the commanding officer of Fort 
Brown, Texas, in consideration of faithful services during the 
recent yellow fever epidemic at that place, the unexecuted portion 
of the sentence, in the case of Louis Pern/, late private troop B, 
8th Cavalry, (Dept. G. C. M. 0. 20, current senes), now in con¬ 
finement at the post of San Antonio, Texas, is remitted. 


II. Upon the recommendation of the commanding officer Fort 
Brown, Texas, in consideration of faithful services during the 
recent yellow fever epidemic at that place, the unexecuted portion 
of the sentence, in the case of James Williams, late private com¬ 
pany B, 19th Infantry, (Dept. G. C. M. 0. 25, current series), now 
m confinement at the post of San Antonio, Texas, is remitted. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de- Camp. 













CASES TRIED. 


At Fokt McIntosh, Texas. 

1. Privute James Forester. . Company E, Kith Infantry. 

2. Private John F. Quinn.Company E, 10th infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Anton ro, Texas, December 22,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 46. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, August 10,1882, pursuant to paragraph III. Special 
Orders No. 83. current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain P. H. Remington, 19th Infantry, is president, and First 
Lieutenant W. M. Williams, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James Forrester [Forester], company E, 16th In¬ 
fantry. 

Charge I.—“Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 38th 
Article of War." 

Specification. —Was found drunk on post as sentinel; at Fort Mc¬ 
Intosh, Texas, November 27, 1882. 

Charge 11.—“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 
Specification. —Did leave his post, as a sentinel, before being regu¬ 
larly relieved; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, November 27,1882. 

Charge III.—"Conduct to the prejudice of good order andmili- 
tary discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification. —Having been remonstrated with by a sergeant 
for being off his post as a sentinel, and for standing and 
listening at the door of Mrs. Wright's quarters, did bring 
his piece down on said sergeant and hold him, and call 
for the corporal of the guard; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, 
November 27, 1882. 

Plea. —"Not guilty.” 

Finding. —"Guilty.” 

Sentence. — ll To be dishonorably discharged the sendee of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances due or to become 
due, and then to be confined at hard labor at such place as the pro¬ 
per authority may direct for six (6) months.” 

2. Private John F. Quinn, company E, 16th Infantry. 

Charge I.—"Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specif cation. —Was found drunk in the ranks on evening parade 
of his company; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, November 26, 
1882. 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Two specif cations. —Absence without leave from reveille roll-call 
and guardmounting; at Fort McIntosh, Texas, November 
27, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 
Specification.— Absence without leave from his company and post, 
Fort McIntosh, Texas, from evening November 26 to 10, a. 
m., November 27, 1882. 
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Charge IY.—“Violation of the 62ncl Article of War.” 
Specification 1st .—Having been arrested, by a corporal, in the 
town of Laredo, Texas, did refuse to go back with him to 
his post, necessitating assistance to carry him by force to 
his company; November 27, 1882. 

Specification 2nd .—Disobedience of a lawful order of his first ser¬ 
geant to remain in quarters, by leaving the same and pro¬ 
ceeding' to town, in contempt of said order; at Fort McIn¬ 
tosh, Texas, November 26, 1882. 

Plea. —To first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To second charge and specifications, “Not guilty.” 

To third charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To first specification, fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

To second specification, fourth charge, “Not guilty.” 
To fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding. —Of first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of second charge and specifications, “Not guilty.” 
Of third and fourth charges and specifications, 
“Guilty.” 

Sentence. —"To forfeit to the United States one month's pay. 
The court is thus lenient on account of the long and faithful ser¬ 
vice of the prisoner, as shown by his discharges, and in evidence.” 

II. The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Pri¬ 
vate James Forester , company E, 16th Infantry, are approved. 
The sentence, except so much thereof as imposes dishonorable dis¬ 
charge and awards forfeiture of more than ten dollars per month 
for six months, is approved; as thus approved, the sentence will 
be executed. The station of his company is designated as the 
place of confinement. 

The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case of 
Private John F. Quinn, company E, 16th Infantry, are approved, 
and the sentence will be executed. (Orders have already been is¬ 
sued for his release from confinement.) 

Br order of Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 





CASES TRIED. 


At Fort Clark. Texas. 

Sergeant Thomas J. Shaw..Troop L, 8th Cavalry. 


At Fort Davis, Texas. 

Private Robert E. Lee .Troop I, loth Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 26,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 47. V 


I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, December 22,1882, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
-No. 138, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain W. J. Lyster, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 


Sergeant Thomas J. Shaw, troop L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 
Specification .—While sergeant of the post guard, was found drunk 
on said duty; at Fort Clark, Texas, November 30, 1882 

Charge II.—“Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 
Specification .—Quitting guard without leave, from 7:30 p m to 
9:15 p. m„ at Fort Clark, Texas, November 30, 1882. 

Charge III.—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Two specifications.—While on duty as sergeant of the post guard, 
did appear in the quarters of troop E, 8th Cavalry, without- 
uniform or accoutrements of his guard; did there conduct 
himself in a drunken and riotous manner: at Fort Clark, 
Texas, November 30, 1882, 9 p. m. 

Plea.— “Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence.— “To be reduced to the ranks.” 


II. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, October 19, 1882, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Orders 
No. Ill, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Major Frederick Van Vliet, 10th Cavalry, is president, and 
Second Lieutenant M. F. Eggleston, 10th Cavalry, is judge ad¬ 
vocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Robert E. Lee, troop I, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge. —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification. —Did steal from another soldier one great coat, valued 
at $12.70, did sell the same and appropriate the proceeds of 
said sale to his own use; at Fort Davis, Texas, November 
26, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —“Guilty.” 
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Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances due him, and to be 
confined at hard iabortn such 'place as the: proper authority may 
direct for the period of two (2)' years.” 


III. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the foregoing case 
of Sergeant Thomas J. Shaw, troop L, 8th Cavalry, are approved, 
and the sentence will he executed. 

The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Robert E. Lee, troop I, 10th Cavalry,, are approved. The sentence, 
except so much as relates to confinement for more than one year, 
is approved, and, as thus approved, will be executed. The Leav¬ 
enworth Military Prison, Kansas, is designated as the place of con¬ 
finement. Convict Lee will be held at Port Davis, Texas, until 
further orders. 

By order oe Brigadier General Augur: 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 



Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 30,1882. 
General Court-Martial ) 

Orders No. 48. f 

I. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, December 22,1882, pursuant to paragraph IY, Special Orders 
No. 188, current series, from these headquarters, and of which 
Captain W. J. Lyster, 19th Infantry, is president, and Second 
Lieutenant E. B. Ives, 19th Infantry, is judge advocate, was ar¬ 
raigned and tried: 

Private Frank Haley, troop G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I.—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 82nd 
Article of War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison courts-martial for absence without leave, as published 
in Orders Nos. 126 and 128, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1881, 
and No. 158, of 1882, did, nevertheless, absent himself again 
without leave from his troop and quarters, at Fort Clark, 
Texas, from December 16 to 18. 1882, 

Charge II.—“Drunkenness, in violation of the 62nd Article of 
War.” 

Specification. —Having been tried, convicted and sentenced by gar¬ 
rison court-martial for drunkenness, as published in Orders 
No. 119, Fort Clark, Texas, series of 1882, did, nevertheless, 
again become drunk and unable to perform any duty: at Fort 
Clark, Texas, December 18, 1882. 

Additional Charge. —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and 
military discipline.” 

Specification— As a prisoner, under charge of a sennet? did run 
away and escape from said sentinel; at Fort Clark, Texas, 
December 18, 1882. 

Plea. —“Guilty.” 

Finding. —‘ ‘Guilty.' ’ 

Sentence. —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United. States, with the loss of all pay and allowances note due or 
that may become due, and to be confined at such place as the re¬ 
viewing authority may directjor the period of three (3) months.” 


II. The proceedings and findings in the foregoing case of Private 
Frank Haley, troop G, 8th Cavalry, are approved. The sentence, 
except so much thereof as imposes dishonorable discharge, and 
awards forfeiture of more than $ 10.00 per month for three months, 
is approved ; as thus approved, the sentence will be executed. The 
station of his troop is designated as the place of confinement. 

By order of Brigadier General Augur: 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 



Assistant Adjutant General. 
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